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JA Tetter. tothe Reve- 
rend Dr. Henry More 
at Chriſts-Colledae in 

Cambridge, © 


Reverend Sir, 


| Had anſwered your deſire ſooner; 
but having lent out the Sadduc. 
Þciumph. 1 ftaid 7:11 now to have 
24 zt returned( being loth to buy a- 
other, it coſiing me 65S.) But I 
oe rain to get another at. laſt; and 
"ihe review lT find that IT have ex- 
$'*//y given you my thotights already 
YOUY notion of. a JÞerit 7n Mw 
Wierhodus, h1ving. noted If in yohr 
Atheiſm, and your Ench. 
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. and Tare agreed that we cannot con- 
cezve of a Spirit unico conceptu, 
but muſt have two inadequate con- 
ceptions of it : of which one 3s that| 
which Dr, Gliflon De Vira natu-J 
rz, calls conceptus fundamenta- 
lis, and 13 that which we call Sab|! 
ſtantia -.for we can ſcarce think of a 
Virtus formalis, whzch 7s not ſub. 
ſtantiz alicujus virtus, 417 qua vir 
rus ſimpliciter exzſeth of itſelf; (un], 
leſs we mul ſo think with ſome 0 

God. ) And though this maketh no! 

an attual compoſition, as Matter ang. 

Form in mixt1s,yet intellefually w i 

muſr iake it as a diſtintt inadequaty;. 
COnCceprus. | my 

The other inadequate conceytus i, 
Formal ; and I think you and] ar P 
agreed that this is Vireus Una-trin: ; 
as deſcribed by me, viz. Virus V4, 
ralis, vitaliter aCtiva, perceptiv4j, 
appetitiva, as Dy, Gliflon ſpeaks ; 
( of which I make three ſpecies Al : 
deſcribed.) And I am my ſelf jj 

a Getter acquainted with the nature 
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a Spirit by the eſſential Virtas for- ' =» 
malis, #yown 70 us by its afts ; ( for. 
| nothing doth that which it cannot 
"| do) thanfrom the notion of ſubſtan- 


"Irzaliity. And yet I dare not ſay that 
JF ſelf-moving prigciple is proper to 
"1s Iprrit. Ne ao I conſent to Cam- 
"Ipanclla de ſenſu rerum, and Dr 
"JGliffon that wanld make all things 
q alive by an efſentiating form in the 
Tvery Elements. bins 2 

1] 1 4:ſtinguiſh Natures into Aﬀive 
"1 and Paſſive ; and Paſlivity is a word 
Athat ſerveth me as well as matcriali- 
"Iry - But whence the Deſcenſus gra- 
"Jrium zs, 7 deſparr of knowing; and 
®Vf zt be of an innate princapl-,1 call 
MM; not therefore a Spirit, &ecauſe 21 
_.|/s 4ut paſſtyorum morus aggregati- 
Jus ad unionem {in quiere, wher 
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zal to them, that they tend not to 
#1108 ' i quieſcence, but in ever- 


ity, being as much. againſt their 


Porure as mation againſt a Stones.So 


Spirits motion is vital and ſo efſen- 


paſting atuity; quieſcence in'mnatti-. 
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' that I think we are agreed of the 
formal notice of a Spirit in gene” 
ral, aud of an intelleftive, ſenſitive 
and vegetative in ſpeci. 
 Buttiruby Tam at a loſs about the 
conceptus fundamentalis, WHerez17 
the . true difference lieth between 
Subſtanria and Materia. Do we by 
---Subſtantia 22eax 2 conceptus rea- 
lis, or oxly Relative. To [.y it doth 
ſubſtare accidentibus, ſpeaks &ut 
Relation direttly, and leaves the 
queſtion unanſwered, Quid eſt auod 
ſubſtar accidentibus. Zo ſay zt zs vor 
an Accident, tells is nor what it ts, 
but what it is not, To ſay it doth ſub- 
ſe per le, ether faith no more than 
that it is Ens reale, or elſe tells us 
not what it is that doth ſubſuſt. 
Quoad notationem nominis diſt int? 
from nſe. doth not materia and ſub- 
{tantia /zgn:fy the [ame fundamental 
conceptus? And 1s not the form the 
notifying difference ? Tou difference 
Subſtance and Matter antecedently 
To the formal difference by Pene- 
Eel crabili- 
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ſibility 5 Diviſibility. But 1.1 deſpazr 
knowing m this life, how far Spt- 
ritual Subſtances are penetrable 
and indivitible. I grant you ſuch 
an extenſion as ſhall free thens 
from being nothing ſubſtantial, aud 
from being Infinite as God 7s. 
2. We erant Spzrits a quantitas 
diſcreta 5 they are numerous, ind:- 
viduate:; and formz ſe multipli- 
cant. Generation is the work of 
Spirits, and not of Bodies. And 
how can T tell that God that can 
ike many out of one, cannot 
mate many into one, and unite 
and divide them as well as Mat- 
ter? But if he ſhould, that woul4 
be no deſiruiFion of their Species, 
25 the mixtorum ditjolutio # ; but 
as every drop of divided Water is 
IV ater, & one Candle Lighting many Y 
and many joyned n one, are all the 
ſame, fire; ſo much more: would 
it be with Spirits, were they Uni- 
icd or divided; and ther locality 
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ST pentt ability are paſt our 
concett. 3. But were tu ſure of 
what we "Fay therem ; theſe iwo 
( Pencrrabilicy and Indiviſibil ity ) 
ſpeak but Accidents, though proper ; 
and therefore are no ſatrs}ying 710- 
tice of the notion of Subſtance Spt- 
ritual as diſtind from Matter.” / 
am hitherto therefore conſtrained 
to contain many thoushits in the 
following compaſs. | 

' 1, I know Spirits beſt by ihe Vir- 
rus vitalis formalis una trina. 

"2. I Bold that of Created Sf1- 
Yits ſubſtantia ' as noliſying a Ba- 
ſs realis, muſt be the Conceptus 
Fundamentalis. 

' 3, The word Immaterial /ignify- 
ing nothing (bur a negation) and 
Materia bein, 9 many Antients- 


nſed in the ſame ſenſe as we do 
Subſtantia , Fg "af ally lay by the 
words. } oo 


|. 4. I bold to the diſtiniFion of Na- 
| tares, or Subſtances Paſſive 10 4 
- AQive. | 


- 


5.1 


the Subſtance, beſides the Formal 
Difference. 


6. Tet I] deiibt not but all Created 
Spirits are ſomewhat Paſſive, quia 


influxum cauſe primz recipiunt : 
And you erant them a Spiſſitude 
and Extenſion, which fignifie 4s 
much. as maiy mean that call 
them Material, But Cuſtom ha- 
ing made Matcria, but ſpeczally 
Corpus, . 70 /ignzfie onely ſuch grol- 
ſer Sabſtance as the three Paſſive 
Elements hate, I yield ſo to ſay, 
that Spirits are not Corporeal. or 
Material. 

7. Though I rim not into the 
exceſs of Tndov. Le Grand de 
Igne ( nor of Teleſ1us or-Patricius } 


I would Ignis were better ſtudied- 


But this Room will not ſerve me 
zo ſay what I think of it. But 
in brief, He that knoweth that 


Ionis 7s a Subftance, whoſe Form 


z the Potentia Afﬀtiva movenai, 
- _ 


'5. I diſtinguiſh Spiritual Sub © 
Nances as ſuch by the Purity of 
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| ecerved ity a groſs Pallive Body, 
| being i brit their Accidents oft, out 
the Tgncous Subſtance 7 457. ope- 
ating on them, and concerveth of 
Spirits, but as Ignis cminenter, 
that #, of a purer ſubſtance than 
Tgnis #&, which we beft conceive of 
(next the Formal Virtuch &y zs 
timilitude, I think knows as much 
as I. can reach of the Subſtance 
of. Created Spirits. And theGreet 
Fatþers. that called. Sprrils Fire, 
and diſtinguiſhed Tgnem per. for- 
745 into IntelleAive,Senfitive, and 
Vegetative or V:/ible Fire, (as it 
& 1 Aere Ignito,) allowing an 
Incomprekenſiblo. Furnty of | Syb- 
ſtance' 7 ihe higher atote th? 
lower ( as. 77 Pailives Air hath 
avote Water, Or.) 1 :ihink did [peak 
tolerably, and as informingly_ as 
are the noticns of Penerrability 
and lndivilibility; though perhaps 
tbfe alſo may be uſeftl. EY 
dur, L.crave your pardon of thefe 
CUYE 


4 I \expre Wor bf ' the -thobebr 
which. you. defied concerning 
deſcription of a Spirit. If God 
make us truly holy, we ſhall quick- 
4 know more" 10 our. Jutigadtion 


I reft- 


Your obliged Servant, - 


Nov. LI Eo 
1681. Rich, Baxter, 
RE hes = 


You make | a Spirit to be_ 
Ens, ideoque, num, Yer un, and 
that Bus | denores the anſwe- 
rableneſs of the thing. to its proper 
Idea, and implies richt matter 
and form duly njotte 7 Q. Do 

you not here make Spirits ma- | 
terial : 2 But no doubt whether 
f 


Material ot Subſtan- 

tid, the form is not an Adjoed 
thing, bur the form of a fim- 
ple eſſence is bur an inedequa- 


te conceptus, making no compo- 
ſition. 
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A Placid Collation with the Learned'Dr 
Henry More; upon his Anſwer to pri- 
vate Letter, publiſhed in the ſecond. 


Edition of Mr, Glanvites Saddnceiſmms 
Triumphatss, 


Reverend Sir, 
61.” Hat wy haſty Letter ſhould 
| occaſion you to benefit the 
World with more of ycur Informa- 
Ton, in ſo conſiderable a point, as 1s 
ihe nature of a Spirit,was morethan 
T thought of,or could hope for - Had 
I imagined that you would have ſo 
far Fonoured it, I ſhould have ſo 
Written it, as might have drawn 
out more of your Salou and 
made NE Animaduerſions / wet 

.  moreedifying. © $ 2 
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$ 2. Tadeſired you to have forbory 
the title of Pſychopyriſt, for theſe 
Reaſons: 1. Hecanſe it tendeth 
plainly to miſinform the Reader, as 
if I held that Souls (or Spirits) are 
Fire; whereas in my Books and 
Letters, I ſiill ſay otherwiſe . And 
that they may be ſo called not for- 
malicer, or univoce, 4u7 only emi- 
nenter aud analogice. And when 
a name onthe Title page, © through 
the whole, and a ſuppoſition in much 
of your arguing, zmplyeth that I hold 
what T renounce, it may wrong your 
Reader's underſtanding, though I am 
below-the capacity of being wronged, 
2. And the faſining of Nick- 
Names 0u one another in Controver-, 
fies of Religion, hath ſo much cauſed 
Schiſms, and other miſchiefs, that I 
confeſs I the leſs like it about Phi- 
Hfophy. But T muſt ſubmit. 
 $ 3. My underſtanding is grown 
fo ſuſpicious of ambiguity in almoſt 
all words, . B1 I muft confeſs that - 
what you ſay alſo 10. 11nft thoſe hom 


- | Jothe {or a meer rooms polſeſi in \ 


4s - 

ou call Holenmerians and Nullibiſts 
fatisfieth me not, unleſs many terms 
uſed in the controverſies, were far- 
ther explained than I fndihembere, 
or #4 your Metaphyſicks ( your Books 
agar Judge Hale I have mot ſeen. Y 
But I may take it for granted thas 
you know that they zwho uſethe ſay- 
zng of [ Fora in toto, & rota inqua- 
liber parte } ordinarily tell us; 
1. That they uſe the word Tora ye- 
latively, and improperly; ſeeing that 
which hath no parts is improperly 
called Tota.2. That they mean t but 
negatively, v7. That the Soul is 
not in the parts of the body, per par-_ 
res, part zn one part, and part ina- 
nother , but indiviſibly. And one 
would think this ſhould fuit with 

your own hypotheſis. 

| And when I better know in what 
ſenſe Locus is ufed, T ſhall be fitter to 
enquire whether Spirits be in loco. 
When ſome take it for a circumſcri- 
bing body, and ſome for a ſubjetive 
body (on which 27 operateth) and 


CUO,. 


and ſome for God himſelf in whom 
are all thines, the name of a Nulli- 

biſt zs as ar4:guous to me. 
$ 4. Ton tell your Reader that 


[All created Spirits are Souls in all 


probability, and aCtuare ſome Mat- 
rer Or other. | 


Sir, Philoſophers freedom 1s uſual- 


Ly taken eaſtlycr iban Diwines ; I 
will therefore preſume that our mu- 
tualfreedom Jhall not bein the leaſt 
arftaltful to either of 1s :- And ſo T 
 mnuſt tell you that T have long taken 
zt for a matter of very great uſe to 
arſtinguiſh unknown things from 
known, and to bridle my underſtand- 
ing from preſuming to enquire into 
unretealed things : And I take that 
boldneſs of Philoſophers to have had 
agreat hand in corrupting Diviniy. 
decret things are for God, and things 
revealed for us and our Children, 
{azth Moies. And when I preſume 
oft, I do but myſt loſe my ſelf, and 
wſuſe my underſtanding + nothing 18 
good for thitwinich it was not made 


ANF. < 


5] 
for : Our underſtandings as our Eyes 
are made only for things revealed. 
In many of your Books T take this to 
be an exceſs; And I have oft won- 
dred at your Friend, and( ſometime) 
mine, My, Glanvile, that after his 
| Scepfis ſcientifica, he could talk. and 
write of doubiful things with that 

ſirange degree of confidence, und cen- 

furing of Diſſenters as he did. 1 am 
| accuſed of overdoing. and curioſity 
my ſelf: But I endeavony to confine 
my enquiries to things revealed. 

This premiſed I ſy, undoubtedly 
zt is utterly unrevealed, either as t0 
any certainty or probability, that all 
Spzrits are Souls, and atFuate Mat- 
ter. Alaſs how ſhould we come to 
know it. Neither Nature nor Scrip- 
ture tells 20 Us. 

But 1. If this be ſo, the diffe- 
rence between you and the P[ychopy- 
riſls muſt be opened as it is ( much 
ke that of Mammertus and Fauſlt- 
us, ) whether the Sotit ( or a Spirit ) 
have Matter by compoſition, or /im#- 


a T45) 
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He ſuppofeth a1/Mitter to be amins- 


| [6] 
ply wncompounded + for a boay you 
(uppoſe it ſtillto have. Is it ſepara- 
ble from a Body or not? If it be, why 
ſhould you think that it 1s never ſe- 
parated? If it can ſubſiſt without 
a Body, who can ſay that it doth 
not 2 If it cannot but be inſepa- 
rable, it is a flrange compoſitron that 
God cannot difſotue. And if it perzſh 
#pon the diſſolution, then it was out 
an Accident of the body, and not a 
rompounding Subſtance. Dy. Gliſlons 
and Campanclla's wy s as probable 
as this; And Tmartel that when ycu 
have dealt with ſo many ſoris of Di(: 
fſenters you meddle not with ſo (16- 
tile a piece as that old Doftor's de 
Vita Naturz - 1 have talkt with 
divers high pretenders to Philefo- 
phy hereof the new ſtrain, and as&t 
them ther judement of Dy, Giiſſons 
Book, and I fcund that none of them | 
underſtood it, but neglectedit as tool 
hard for them, and yet contemnued it. | 


ted without compoſition, the Mutter 
andborm being but coneeprus inade- 
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[1] . 
quati, of an uncompounded beings 
however that Matter as ſuch be di- 
viſible,immto atcmes, every atome ſtill 
being utncompounded liting Matter. 
Tou ſuppoſe all Spirit to be 11 Matter, 
but by. way of compoſition as diſtintt 
ſubſtances. I go the middle way,and 
ſuppoſe that ſubſtance ( ſrmple) zs 
Active or Paſlive : that the three 
Paſſive Elements, Earth Water and 
Air are animated only by com- 
; | Po/ition, or operation of the ative; 
| But that the ative ſubſtances have 
; | n0 compoſition, ( but intellefFual ) but 
- | Subſtance andForm are conceptus e- 
juſdem inadequati, Jo that what. 
> | Dr. Gliſſon ſaith of every. clod and 
» | lone, T ſay only of Spirits, ( of fire I 
i hall ſpeak after. ) | 
f 2. And do you think that the Sout 
s | carrieth a body out of the body in- 
: | ſeparable with it, or only that it ve- 
of cezreth a new body when it pnſſeth 
. | out of the old. If the latter, zs there © 
- | any inſtant of time between the di[- 
r | poſſeſſion of the old, and the poſſeſſion 
-f| of the new, If any, then the Soulis 
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ſometim? without a body . And how | 
can you tellhow tong.lf not what bo> | 
dy is it that you canamagine ſo ready | 


to recetve it without any interpoſili- 
0? T have not been without tempta- 
{tons to over inquiſitive thoughts a- 
bout theſe matters: And I never bad | 


ſo much ado to overcome any ſuch 


temptation, as that to the oprmion of 


 Averrhoes, that as extinguiſhed Can- 


ates go all awnto one allumi- 
naied air, ſo ſeparated Souls go 
al; into one common Anima 
Mundi, and loſe their indjviduation, | 
and that Materia receptiva indivi- | 
duat. And ther: indeed your notion 
would be #robadle; for the Anima 
mundi mundum ſemper animar, and 
fo my ſeparated Soul ſhould be ſtill 
zmbodyed in the world, and hould 
have its part in the worlds anima- | 
{1on ; But both Scripture and Appa- 
ritions aſſure us of the individuati- 
on of Spirits,and ſeparate Souls. | 

And I confeſs to you that T have | 
oft told the Sadduces and Infidels, 


that urge ſeeming impoſſibilities a- 


4 al {41.3 


[9] 


gainſi the Reſurrettion, and the attt- 
vity of ſeparate Souls for want of 
Organs, that they are not ſure that 
ihe Soul taketh not with it, at its de- 
parture hence, ſome ſeminal material 
Spirits ( ethereal and airy; ) and ſo 
that this ſpiritucus or igneous body, 
which it carrieth hence, is a ſemen 
tothe body, which it ſhall have at the 
Reſurrettion, no man knoweth the 
contrary, and no min knoweth that 
it is (o. 2 

The Soul is many months here in 
organtzng its own body in generatt- 
on, and more 11 10rifhing it to a uſe- 
ful ſtate : That particular orgamical 
bodies are made ready to receiuve 
them juſt at death, 7s hard to be be- 
lieved : That the matter of theOn:- 
verſe is ſtill reaxy is paſr douvt But 
bow organzzed,or how the Soul Wwor- 
keth without Orrans, we Hall bet- 
ter know herenfler. Tour opinion 
much favoureth the Pythagoreans ; 
If the Soul be never out of a body, 15 
zt not as like to come into one new. 
forming inthe womb,asintowe know 
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$ 5. T could wiſh you had printed 
my Letter wholly by itſelf before you. 
bad annexed your anſwer, ihat the 
Reader might have underſicod 1t ; 
which 1 can hardly do my (elf as you 
haws parcel'd it. Put we muſi not 
have what we world have from wi 
ſer men. 

Tiake it for an odd method when I 
never aſſerted Sfirits to be fire, but 
denyed it, firſt to be in your Epiſtle 
feigned to have ſaidit, and yet in the 
end of it for you to ſaythat|T mean 
not ordinary fire, 477 that my mcan- 
ing 1s morc fubiile and rctined ] and 
never tell the Reader what 17 is be- 
fore you diſpute it, and then through 
the whole anſwer to diſpute. on 4 
wrorg ſuppoſition, ind inthe end of 
the Book to confeſs again that I ſy 
0t that Sperits are fire or material. 

$ 6. Had Tbeento chooſe an edi- 
Twing method, we would fir{t have 
ſratedour queſtion, and agreed on the 
zne iming of or terms; But T muſt 
folloty your ſteps ; 7 hongh T had ra- 
ther bave done other<-4ſe. 

Ad 


PIG 


EZEERERED 
PREP PR PP 


Ad SECT. I 


$ 1,J*Hat my Notions are likethoſeof 
T7 Judge Hale, is no wonder ; we 
were no ſtrangers to each others thoughts 
about theſe matters ; and though he and 
you have had ſome peaceable Velirations, 
{ take it for no diſhonour to be of his 
mind, 
1. De Nowine: There is no ſuch agree- 
ment among Philoſophers of the nam? 
Matter as you ſuppoſe. I refer you for 
| brevity, but to a very ſmall Book ofa ve- 
ry Learned Author (advanced by the Pre- 
face of one eminent for ſubrilty) the Me- 

| tzphylicks of Dr. Rich, Crakenthorp, who 
rells you at farge, that Matter is taken 
eirher properly (as you and Ido Subſtance) 
and ſo Spirits are material, or improperly 
ard narrowly for that only which hath 
the three dimenſions ; and fo Spzrits are | 
not material, It's unprofitable to cite 
many more. co to the ſame purpoſe: And I 


B 4 ſuppole 
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61s 
ſuppoſe you know, that not only Terrul- 
{:ar,; but many other of the Fathers (many 
of whom you may find cited by Fanſt#s 
X-g, whom Aſammertus anſwereth ) ſÞ 
uſed both Aartter and Corpus alſo. = 
F 2. The word | Form | is as ambiguous; 
You and I are not the cnly perſons that 
vſe it not in the ſame ſenſe, Matter inits 
fri Cenceptas called Primus,hath no Corr; 
that is, is conceived of abſtracted from 
all Form. Matter in its next Conceptus Is 
conceived of as diverſified by accidents, 
as quantity, figure,c. And ſo the 3 paſlive 
Elements, Earth, Air & Water, are diverſ}- 
_ fied by many accidents,making up thatCon- 
ſence, which is called their ſeveral forms, 
known only by ſenſe, and capable of no 
perfect definition. Many ſuch paſſive Mz- 
terials conjunct have their Relative Form, 
which is that Contexture in which con- 
ſiſteth their aptitude for their uſe: as 
a Houſe, a Ship, a Gan, a Watch, In Com- 
poſitions where the Active natures are ad- 
ded, and operate unitedly on the paſlive, 
there the Active is the Form of the Com- 
pound, quite In another ſenſe than any of 
rhe former, viz. as It 1s prezcipinm motus. 
_ You andI are enquiring of the different 
Firms of Matter and Spirit : You ſay that 
[mpengtrability, and Diviſbility are the 
Form 
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Form of Matter,and the contrary ofSpirit: 
I ſay, that 1. Subftance as Subſtance, ( and 

Matter taken for Subſtance, which Dr. 
Crakenthorpe thinketh ®# the propereſt. 
ſenſe ) as ſuch hath no Form, that is, :# 
concepts primo, 2. That ſubſtance diſtin- | 
guiſhed by ſubtilry 6 craſſitude, viſibility 
and inviſibility, quantity, ſhape, morion, 
Cc. doth herein differ 2odally : And this 
Mode may well enough be called the 
Form, Þefore it have anorher Form : 
And as the divers foreſfaid Elements thus 
differ, ſo the ſubſtance of Spirits 'no doubr 
hath ſome Modal Excellency above all 
Bodies or Matter ftrictly or narrowly fo 
called: And if you will call this .a Form, 
T contend not about the word, but it is 
bur equivocally ſo called, Spirits having 
another nobler fort of Form. 3. Nothing 
hath two Forms univocally ſo called: But 
Spirits have all that YVirtzs formalis,which 
| oft deſcribed. which is their very form : 
There 1s no Spirit without it : It's not a 
Compounding part, bur the form of a 
ſimple ſubſtance. Yital Virtue, Vis, Poten- 
tia attiva, fhgnifierh not the ſame thing 
with Penetrability, and Indiſcerpibility ; 
Therefore both cannot be the Form uni- 
vocally ſo called: And how you could put 


both theſe yaur ſelf.iato one definition, 
as 


__—_ Taq] 
as a kind of .Compornged Firm T wonder, 
| Yea, your two words themſelves ſignity 
not the ſame thigg : Penetrable and [n- 
. diſcerpible are my words of one ligniti- 
cation, And ſurely you will grant thar 
theile two, Penetrable and ndiſcerpible can 
be no otherwiſe a Form to Sperirs, than 
Tmpenetrable and Diſcerpible are a Form to 
Matter. And it's apparent that the firſt 1s 
but a modal conceptaus, and rhe latter a 
relative notion of Matger, and neitner one 
nor both are contrary to /irizs Vitals in 
a Spirit{ or YVireus attiva; ) Meer poſeve 
patentialtty 1s rather the FURY; dilics 
rence here. 

And I know not why you might. n BOL as 
well have named divers otaer Accidents 
or Modes, eſpecialiy.2anity,and the 2ri- 
na dimen, and called rhem all the Forms 
of Matter, as well as YOur 7iro., 

Indeed when we have from ſenſe a true 
notion of Matter, we muſt know that it 
hath Duantity and is ſomewoereand theres 
fore that one part of }t, and ano: her part 
canact poilets juſt the ſame place? and (o 
we grant you the Impenetrability : And 
how far you prove Spirits to be ſuch ſub- 
ſtances as are extended, and have Ampli- 
tudes ( a5 you ſlay pag. 105. ) and ſpiſſe- 
trac, Ing be iz woo, and in more Or leſs. 
(pace 
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ſpace variouſly, and yet that they have 
no dimenſions which the Divine Intellect 
or Power itſelf can meaſure; and whe- 
ther all the Spirits in the univerſe can be 
in eodem puntto, and all thatare finite,con- 
tracted into that one point, I leave this to 
Wits more ſubril than mine to judge of. 

For to tell you the truth, I know no- 
thing at all withour che mediarion 'of 
ſenſe, except 'the immediate ſenſation jt 
ſelf, & the aQts of IntelleCtion & Volition 
orNolition,&-what the Intelle& inferreth 
of the like, by the perception of theſe, I 
have ſcen & felt how Water differeth from 
Exrth, and from that ſenſation my Intel= 
lect hath that Idea of the difference which 
it hath: Bat without that ſeeing and'feel- 
ing It, all the definitions 1n the world, and 
all the names of hard and foffr, and dry and 
moiſt, would have given me no true no- 
rice of the formal difference. Now hence 
] in:er, that I have no ſenſe ar all of the 
difference of a Spirits Subſtantiality in 
ſuch modes and accidents from that of 
Matter ; and therefore how can I know 
It? I know by kvowing what knowing Is, 
and by willing what willing is: And I know 
that theſe Acts prove a power (fornothing 
doth that which it cannot do, ) andchar 
AF and Power prove a Sub5arce, (for 
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wat hing hath nothing, and ci: do nothing ;) 
ab eſt tertii.aajetti ad eft ſecunas valet ar- 
gumentum : And I know, that unleſs Light 
might be called Sp:r:t, Spirits are to me 
inviſible; And ſo I can knowingly ſay, 
I. What they do, 2. What they cav do, 
3- What they are in the genus of Sub- 
ſtantiality, 4. And what they are not 
as to many Attributes proper to Viſible 
Subſtances or Bodies; 5. And I have 
elſewhere fully proved in a ſpecial Diſ- 
pute (in Asethodo Theol.) that the Power 


of Vital Aftion, IntelleCtion and Volition, 


is not a meer Accident of them,but their 
yery-ellential form. Bur as to that Mo- 
dification of their Subſtance which is con- 
trary to /mpenetrability and Diviſibility, 
I may grope, but I cannot know it poſ1- 
tively, for want of ſenſation. 

) 2. Is an Atom Matter ? or is it not ? 


If one Atom be no matter, then two is 


none, and then chere is none, If an Atom 
be matter, is it D:ſcerpible or not? If 
not, how 1s this the Forxz of Matter? If 
it be diviſible,ir 1s not an Atom ; that's a 
contradiction. And if every Atom be di- 
viſible in ;nfizirazn, it is as great, or grea- 
ter than the world, and then there are as 
many Infinites as Atoms, That three 
Atoms united cannot be divided, juſt in 


the 
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the middle, etiam per Divinam Prtentiam, 
is becauſe it implieth a contradiction, viz. 
thatan Arom:is diviſible ; fo that by you 


an Arom is 2 Spirit. 


Do you take the word [ Pexetyable } 
attsvely, or paſſively, or both? If actively. 
according ro you Matter is penetrable z 
for it can penetrate a Sp:r:t, that is, poſ- 
ſeſs the ſame place. But I perceive you 
mean that Spirits can penetrate Bodies, 6: 
alſo that they can penetrate one another. 

And I ſuppoſe that by Penetration you 
mean not that which-ſeparateth parts, of 
the Matter, & cometh in between theſe 
parts, 1 bur you mean poſleſſing the ſame 
place,as is ſaid: And if ſo,do you put no ſi- 
mitation? or what?I ask before,can all the 
Created Spirits in Heaven and Earth be in 
the ſame Atam of matter ? It ſo,are they 
then abſent from all other place ? or is 
every Spirit nbiquitary ? You confute 
the Nullibiſts by the operation of the 
Soul on the Body : 16: opcratar, ergo ibs 
ft: And do you think that all the An- 
gels in Heaven, and all Created Souls 
may be in one Body by Penetration? If 


ſo, Are they one Soul there, or innume- 


rable in one man ? And if they may be 
all in one point, and ſo be all one, may 
they not be divided again ? I confeſs my 


iznorance of the Conliſtence of ſpirituzl 
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Subſtance is ſo great, that I am not able 
tofay, that God who hath given Souls 
 quantitater diſcretam, and made them 
innumerable, is not able ro make one of 
wo, or many, and to turn that one into 
two, or many again : I am not ſure thar 
it is a contradiction; eſpecially if it be 
true that Semnerras, and many more ſay 
of the multiplication of Forms by Gene- 

ration, 

Bat if you take Penetrability paſſively, 
then you mean that Spirits may be pene- 
' trated by Bodies, of by one another, or 

both, No doubt you mean both, and ſo, 
as I ſaid, Bodies alſo are penetrable, both 
actively and paſſively ; that is, Bodies 
can penetrate Spirits, and be penetrated 
by Spirits. Whether any Bodies penetrate 
each other, viz. whether Light or its 
vehicle at Teaſt be a Body, and whether 
It penetrate the body of Glaſs or Chry- 
ſta], with more abgut theſe marcers, I 
Have herecofore ſpoken in my Reaſons of 
the Chriſtian Religion Append. O5z, 2. 
 Þ. 525. and forward, ” 

d 3. To conclude this; as in natural 
mixt Bodies, there are three principles, 
AMateria, Materie Diſpoſitio ( for.thar I 

think 1s a fitter expreſſion than Privartio) 
or Forma ; fo in ſimple Beings there are 
three (not parte, but) conceptus inadequa- 
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Matte l, 2. The Diſpofition of chat | at” 4 
ter by contexrure, and various modes, off - 


which Impenetrability and Divilibility 
are parts; 3. The paffhive Form refulr- 


ing from al] theſe,which conſiſteth intheir 


various aptitude to their uſes ; eſpeci- 


ally their Receptivity of the Influx of the 


Active Naruree. Here you put two At- 
tributes together, which are both bur 
parts cf the Materia Diſpoſitio, and. call 
them two the Form. | 


II. In the Act;ve Natares; - there” is, 


7. The Subftantiality, 2. ThE'Subſtantie 
Diſpoſtio, 3. The Form, — ©- 
Of the firſt (not part, but) inadequate 


Conceptus, Swbſtantiality, we agree, of the 


ſecond Conceptus we differ: That ſuch 
Subſtances have an incomprehenſible Pu- 
rity, of which we czn have no diſtin 
Idea for want of Senfation, but a Gene- 
ral Conception only ; and that this Party 


(whacever it be) is not the Form of Spr- 


rits, but the Subſtantie Diſpeſitio, is that 
which I ſay: And you ſay that Penetrabi- 
lity and [ndiviſilitcy are the Form, which 
(at moſt) are bat the Diſpoſitio Subſtan- 
tie; and yer you Joyn the Vital Virtue 


as part of the forma] Conception roo, 


which 
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PF; whlich'is quite of another conception. | 
 —Andſowe differ of the third Conceptws, 
- _ oz. the Formallo; which I affirm of all 
. imple active natures to be the Yirtus 
Attiva: And if they are Viral, the YVirtas 
Vitals. | : 
. Of the name Vita, there is a Contro- 
verſie, which muſt be diſtinguiſhed from 
that de re, If it be true that Dr, Gl:ſſon 
ſaith, that every Atom of matter hath in 
it a Motive Principle without Compoſi- 
tion, then the Aoriwe Virtue 18 the Forms 
of all Matter, as well as of Spirit. If all 
be t be called Living or Spirit, which 
bath a Firtas Motiva for its Eſſential 
Form, then [gnis ( or eXther) 18 Vital 
and Spirit; for it hath an Eſſential Meo- 
tive Principle as its Form, Therefore the 
Queſtion whether /gnis or e/£rher) be 
Life or Spirit, 1s but a queſtion de nomine 
(fuch as roo many uſually in Diſputes ma- 
nage, as if it were de re.) It is no Life 
of Spirit, if by thoſe names you meamon- 
ly Senſitive and [ntelleftual Natures : But 
It is Life and Spirzt, if by that name you 
mean only an Eſffential Formal Motive 
Principle. > 
I have oft profeſſed that T am ignorant 
whether /gnzs and Yegertative Spirit be 
all one (to which I moſt incline) or whe- 
cher 
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ther /gns be an Attive Nature, made tt 


"op 


be the Inftrument by which ch@r 


Spiricual Natures, Vegetative, Senſitive 
and Mental work on the three Paſſive 


Natures: And though I was wont to 
think, chat what I knew not my ſelf, all 
men of great Learning knew, ſpecially 
ſuchas you, in the points which you haye 
with ſingular indufiry ſtutied ; yet now 
experience hath baniſhed chat modeſt 
Errour, : and convinced me that other 
men muſt be content with an humble 7g- 
nor amns as well as I. | | 

$ 4 And here I muſt note, that F 18. 
p. 127. where you purpoſely detine a 
Spirit, you agree with- me : Your defi- 
| nition 1s | 4 Spirit #5 an [mmaterial Sub- 


ſtance intrinſecally endued with Life, and 


the Faculty of Motion.) Forgive me for 
thinking that you are nor ſtrict enough in 
your terms for a definition ; but plainly 
you ſeem ro mean the ſameasI1 do. You 
ſhould, I think, have mentioned a Spirit 
as a Yimple Subſtance differing from a 
mixt; and have ſaid, not only ([znrr:nſc- 
cally] endued, for ſo is every 4nimalwho 
1s Body as well as Spirit, but alſo endued 
with it as its mple Formai Eſſence: And 
whether all Faczlty of Motion (e.g. Gra- 
vitation) be Life,l am in doubt. Bur 

I. 
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x. You agree with me inthe firſt Concep- 
tus -[ Sabſiarice;] And 2. Avto that mode 
of Subſtance which I call the Dvſpoſitzo 
Subſtautie ad Forman, you call jt but 
 [Immaterial ] which is a negative, and 
ipeaketh nothing poſitively; which 1s 
fuch an honeſt Confeſſion as we poor Ig- 
norants apertly make, that what the ex- 
cellent Prricy or modal Confiſtence ff 
Spiritual Subſtance 1s as compared to Ma- 
teria} (or Corporeal). becauſe we never 
ſaw or felc it as we do. Corporeat;' we 
do not formally know, and therefore on= 
Iy tell men. ac genere, that If is; moſt 
pare and excellent ; but In: ſpecia],thav we 
have no true Idea of it, and therefore: @n- 
ly tell men what it 1s not mot material] 
and not what It is. 3. But you name-no 
Formal Difference but Life: When you 
add [the Facwlty of Motion] It 1s a de- 
fective Explication of the Yirtas Fitaly, 
which. is ever Vnica-triplex, viz. Attiva- 
Pe-ceptiva: Appetitiva, when it operaterh 
fo generation or augmentation. Ard dv 
you think that Life and\ [mmateriality are 
Synonyma's ? Or that Life and; Pemerrable 
and 1ndiſcerpible, are Synony ma's-? Or 
thar the Form of a Spirit is a Compoard 
of ſuch and ſo many Heterogeneals?- Had 
yau- held. ro this. CORE, [ think you 
kad-done belt. | = $1 
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$ 5. Pag.129, You ſeemto explain [mts 
1acerial lo as to make [ndiſcerpibility. af 
immediate Attribute,and expound it, /t & 
indiſcerpble into real Phyſical parts : {0 is 


an Atom.) Burt as Phyſical fignifieth corpo- 


real, ſome will ſay, it may yet be per po- 
tentiam atvinam divided into Spiritual 
parts. And you expound--Penetrability 
actively, that it can penetrate the matter 
and things of its own kind, that is, paſs 
through © Spiritual Subſtances: And ſuck 
any groſs Body can paſs through. 

S$ 6. When Anſw. p.:3:. you lay of a 
Spirit, that it . is [./o ſabril as to be in ſuch. 
fort penetrable;] And in SeCt..31. to which 
you refer us, you make the difference of 
Spirit penetratiug, and Body. impenetrable 
ro be ſabtiltcy and crafſicede.]. Could any 
of us have ſaid more whom you -contre- 
dict ? Is Swbtilty and Crafitzde: the ditte- 
rence between Spiritual” Subſtance and 
Aaterial mn their Confiftency ? I have 
not ſaid ſo much as this, 

$ 7. As to your oft-mentianed per {e 
& non per alind, as proper to Spirits, I 


am piſt doubr, that Spirits more. depend 


on God for Being and Motion, chan Mat- 
rer doth on Spirits { Created. ) But-it's 
difference enough thar God giveth them 


an Effential Formal Virtoe ſc}f-moving 


Cz __regrmane 


[24] 
receptive of his moving Ioflux , when 
Pafſives move only as moved by ſelf- 
movers: (unleſs the aggregative Moti- 
on muſt be excepted, of which after- 
ward.) 


*Q SECT 1] 


$ 1. JPHree Faults, of which one is a 
: Miſchief, you find with my 
Conceptas formalis, 1. That it leaveth 
Our what Is contained in the Conceptus 
formalis of a Spirit in General, Penetra- 
bility and Indiſcerpibility. 
_Anf. 1. It is but the diſpoſitio Subſtan 
tie at moſt, and not a proper Concepts 
formalis. 2. You leave out other mo- 
difications as effential., 23. Ir leaveth 
none out that is known, while I ay thar 
It is SubFFantia puriſſima, which contain- 
eth your Modes and Attributes with 
more if they be true, ifnor, it ayoiderh 
the errours. p_ 

$2. 2. You ſay, [ /t pats in Percep- 


ti0n, and we' have no aſſurance that a pla- 


tick Spirit hath Perception, but as ſuch 


hath 


a 
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__ I anization of its own Body. 
Dr. Gliſſon,agde Vita —_—_ and- 
Phe at have ſaid ſo much againſt you 
of this, that ſappoſing the Reader to 
have peruſed them, I will not repeat ir. 

Did you think that there is no Pereep- 
tion but ſenſitive or, [ntelleftual? ' Such in« 
deed the vegetative Spirit hath not ; but 
it hath a vegetarive Perception, A Plant 


-groweth in a Soil of various qualities: It 


attratteth to itſelf that parc. of Nutri- 
ment which is congruous to it, and di- 
geſteth that ſo Attracted : And therefore 
ic hath an anſwerable Perception, which 
ſort is congruous to it, and which not, 
when it neglecteth one ſort, anddraweth 
another. Ir doth not ſee or feel | it, Nor &#x- 
derſtand it,but inſenſibly percei#eth it. 

3. You ay, you [ao ot eaſily aſſent to 
that conceit of a Trinity inthis Conceprus 
formalis which 7 make to conſiſt in Virtute 
una-trina, virali, perceptiva, appetitiva.] 

Anſ. Nor did I ealily aſſent to it; nor 
did Dr.Gl;ſon after 80 Years of age, eaſily 
procure men to aſſent to it,nor Campanells 
take ſo marvellouſly with others as he 
did with our Commen:ixs and ſome ſuch. 
And far be it from me to expect you 
ſhould: cafily afſent co ir, when I come 

E” G9 not 


HE of 


bath none: Elſe the Soul ould perceiue _ 
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' -not to you aa Teacher. But whereas you 
ſay, that 'rheſe make three no more 
than Animal, Homo, and Brutum, Or C4- 
iditas, Defderinm, and Fuga, you 1i- 
rag me; for it beſgemeth me not tq 
ſpeak to you in a Teaching Language, 
and there ts no other to conyiace you, 
And if all thar I have faid in Aerhed, 
Theol. will not do it, I confeſs it will not 
eaſily be done, Animal, Homo, and Bru- 
ram, are three words containing only 4 
Generical, and ſpecifick nature. in two di- 
Kink ſpecies' of SubjeRts: If you think 
that in the Sun Virtaus-motiva, illumina- 
tiva, & calefattiva, or in mans Soul a 
vegetative, ſenſitive, and Intelletive 
power, or in the latter, mentally-aftive, 
Intellettive , ' and Volitive Virtue, are no 
other, I will not perſuade you-to change 
your mind, much leſs give you any An- 
ſwer to your fimile of capiditas, defigeri- 
«7, fnga, ſave that you might almoſt as 

well have named-any three Words. 
$ 3. But you ſay [The Omiſſton of Im- 
material in your Conceptus formalis, or 
, Which :s 4ll one of Penetrability and Fndiſ- 
gerpibilit j is not only a miſtake but a mif-|| 
ehief; it implying that the Virtus Appeti- 
tiva Q& perceptiva may be in a Subpance 
1Tponugh material, which betrays muttrof the 
HE- 
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ſeeming Apparitions. 


_ Craſlitude. 
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Joerg which Philofopby affords to Relighe 
oh, Cc Su 

Anſ. Melancholy may cauſe fears by 
| I hope no body 
will be damned for uſing or not uſing the. 
Word Material or Immaterial: its eaſie 
to uſe either to prevent ſuch danger.And 
I am- not willing again to examine the 
ſenſe of theſe words every time you uſe 


them. You know I faid not thar Spirits 


are Material: And you ſay they are Sb- 
ſi ances of Extenſion, Amplitude, Spiſſituae, | 
Locality, and Swbtilty, as oppolite to 
And whart if another think 
juſt ſo of them, (or not (ogroſly) and yet 
call them Matter, will the word undoe 
him? But you fay I omire [mmaterial, 
Anſ. See my Append. to Rea. of Chriſt. 
Rel. whether Ll omit it: Bur is a bare 1Ve- 


gative Eſſential to a Juſt definition here? _, 


Why then not many Negatives more, (as 
inviſible, inſenſible, &c.) To fay thar Air 
1s not Water, or Water is not Earth, was 
never taken for defining , nor any miſ- 
chief to omir ir. | 
But that the poſitive term Pariſſima 
doth not include /mmaterial, and is not 
as good, you have not as yet proved, Is 
Swbſtantia puriſſuma material? Do nor 
yup by thax incimation do more to aſſert 
He” C4: "I 
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. the Materiality of Spirits than ever I did ? 
Have you read what I bave. anſwered to 
20 Objeftions of the Somatiſts in the a- 
_. foreſaid Append. 
Burt you ſay, -[r implyeth that Virtus 
perceptiva, &c. may be in a ſubſtance ma- 
rerial, Anſ. Negatar, If I leave out 20 
Negatives in my Definition, it followeth 
not that the form may be with their po- 
ſitives. But can you excuſe your ſelf from 
what you calla Miſchief, when you inti- 
mate that Swubſtentia puriſſima may be 
material? Becauſe I only called it par:ſſi- 
ma, you ſay I imply it may be material. 
Bur I confeſs I am too dull-ro be ſure 
that God cannot endue matter itſelf with 
the formal Virtue of Perception: Thar 
you ſay the Cartefians bold the contrary, 
and that your Writings prove it, certift- 


... _eth me nor. O the marvellous difference 


of mens Conceptions ! Such great Wits as 
Campanella, Dr. Gliſſon, &c, were confi- 
dent that no Matter in the world was 
without the ana-trine Virtas, viz, Per- 
ceptive, Appetit;ve, and Motive; Iagree 
nor with them : But you on the contrary 
ſay, that Materia qualitercunque modsfi- 
cata 18 uncapable of Perception. I doubt 
nor, materia qua materia, Or yet que me- 
re m9dificata hath no Life : Bur thar it is 
 #HtCa- 


[29] 
uncepable of 'it; and that Almighty God 
cannot make perceptive living Matter,and 
that by informing it withour mixture, I 
cannot prove, nor I think you: Where is 
the Conttadifion that makes ic impoſſi- 
-\þle? Nordo [ believe that it giveth a 
Man any more cauſe to doubt (as ypu 
attd) of the Exiſtence of Goa, or the Ins 
mortality of the Sowl, than your Opinion 
that ſaith, God caunor do this, 
To paſs by many other I will but re- 
cite the words of Micr elizs Ethnophron, 
Ji. I. C. 13.P. 23, 24. inftancing in many 
that held the Soul to be Pare Matter. 
[ © Eam Sententiam inter veteres; probavit 
* apud Macrobiam , Heraclitus Phyſicus, 
* cul anima eſt Eſſentie Stellaris ſcintilla; 
© Br Hipparchus apnd Plinium, cni eft ta- 
© [; pars: Et Africanus apnd Ciceronem 
© qui detraiit animum ex illis ſempiternss 
6 ;pnibus que Sidera vocamuz queq; globo- 
© (e & rotunde divints animate mentibus 
© circules ſuos orbesq; conficiant celeritate 
* mirabili: Et Seneca qui deſcendiſſe eam 
© ex illo celeſti Spiritu ait ; Er Plato ipſe 
© qui alicubi animam vocat airs bynua, 
© radians & ſplendidum wehiculum : Et E- 
© piftetus 'qui Aſtra vocat nobis gia ») ovyſes 
yn 5oueit, amica & cognata elementa : Ipſe- 
$ ave cum Peripatetics Ariſtoteles qui cam 
»  quitita 
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© quinta. efſeutia conſtare , & avaroyy mo 
* muTTP WHAT i114 animabus inefſe dicit ; In- 
© ter noſtrates quoque Scaliger vocat animan 
© Naturam celcſters & quintam efſentiam, 
© alia quidem 4 quatuor Elementis natura. 
© preditam, ſed non ſine omni materia; Ea- 
© dem Opinuo arridet Roberro d: Fluftibus, 
&c. And what many Fathers ſay I have 
elſewhere ſhewed. 

And yet on condition you will not 
make the name S#bſtance to ſignifie no re» 
al Bing, but a meer Kelation, or 2Quali- 
ry, I think you and [ ſhall ſcarce ditter in 
ſenſe. 
© 4. But you magnihie our difference, 
ſaying [7s this you and 1 fundamentally dit- 
2 fer, in that you omit, but I include, Pene- 
trability and Indiſcerpibility in the Concep- 
tos formalis of a Spirit, Anſ. I think you 
mean better than you ſpeak, and err not 
fundamentally. 1, I do not think thar 
your two hard words are fundamertals, 
nor that one or both are Synonyma to Im- 
material. 2, I do not think but Pariſſiza 
includeth all that is true in them, and ſo 
leaveth them not out. 3, I do not leave 
them our of the Diſp:fii:o ve! modus Sul- 
| ftantie, though I leave them our of the 
Conceptus formalis. 4. Your ſelfaffirm the 
vital Firtnue to be the Conceptus formalzs, 
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And hath a Spiric more forms than one ? 
You know of no. exiſtent Spirit in the 
World that hath not its proper ſpecifick 
form: And if your two words had been a 
Generical Form , that's no form ro the 
ſpecies, bur a Subſantis diſpoſirro. Dorh 
he fundamentally err chat ſaith Corpas hu- 
mapum Org nicum Is not forma hominu ? 
Or that the pariras vel ſubtifitas materia 
is not forma -gntis vel ſolzs, buc only the 
materie aiſpefitio? If our little ſelf made 
words were {o dangerous on either fide, 
I ſhould fear more hart by making the 
| faym ofa Spirir 1. To be but the Con- 
ſiſtence or mode of the Subſtance, 2. And 
that to conſiſt in divers accidents con Junct, 
. And thoſe uncerrain in part, or unm- 
relligible, 4- And Spirits to have two 
Forms, or. one made up of divers things, 
5. And to place the form in a Negation 
of Matter. What a jumble is here, when 
the rrue definition of a Spirit is obvious ? 
. You fay, | Penetrability waketh it 
oh ana ſubtil, and-to a Subſtance of ſuch 
Oneneſs and Subtility 15 rationally attrivu- 
ted,whatever Attivity,Sympathy,Synenergy, 
Appetite and Perception s found in the 
iyorld. 
Anſ. There is PO r in Matter ({ in 
Atoms at leaſt) and doth Penetrability 
/ I: ake 


WELL \ 
make Swbrilty? And is Subtilty the diffe- } 
rence? | ſure; if you make any . ſenſe of 
this, it muſt favour the conceit of Mate- 
 riality more than my term Pariſſima. 
But do you verily believe that Penerra- 
bility or Subrilty is a ſufficient, efficient,or 
Formal Cauſe of Vitality, Perception, Ap- 
petite ?and ſo of IntelleCtion and Volition? 
| I hope you do not: It is the Eſſential 
Virtus Formal (including Potentiam att 
 vam, Vim & Inclinationem) which muſt 
z Immediately cauſe the Acts ; Subtilcy and 
Penetrabilicy elſe will not doit: No man 
will grant you that the. Propoſition ys 
good, ex vi Caxſalitatzs, [ Duoacrung; pe- 
netrabile wel ſabtile eſt, ideo neceſſario wivit, 
percipit, appetit] unleſi it proceed @ nece/- 
ſitare concomitantie & exiſtentie, Yet 
where-you are moſt out of the way, you 
are af ir again, that This Miſtake is a 
miſchief. LE, 
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Q 1. FOur Third Section I am not con- 
cernedin: I tell you ſtill I deny 
not your Penerrability and [ndiſcerpibility, 


though I lay not the ſtreſs on them as to. 
; Gere 
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 Certainty or Importance, as you: do,” and: 
am paft doubt that they do but defeRive-. 
ly ſpeak the Swbſtantiality ſub concepre 
modali & diſpoſitivo, and are unskilfully 
called the Forma Spiritss. 1M 

$ 2. Your 4th Section I had rather 
not have ſeen. 1. You diſlike that J ſay, 
that [ a ſelſ-moving Principle 1 dare not 
ſay us proper to a ne I hope Ignorance 
1s never the worſe for being confeſt : All 
are not ſo wiſe as you. I deny it not; but 
I am not certain that Stones, Earth, and 
other heavy things,move not to the Earth 
by a ſelf-moving Principle. I am nor ſure 
that .if a Stone in the Air fall down, it is 
by a Spirits motion, and that God hath 
not made Gravitation,and other aggrava- 
tive motion of Paſſives, to be an Eſſential 
ſelf-moving Principle. Few men I think 

| have thought otherwiſe. And yer I am 
not ſure that all Stones and Clods are 
alive. Iffyou are, bear with our [gn0- 
Trance ; for that is no Erroar, 

C 3. Whenl ſay [7 conſent nat ro Cam- 
panella de ſenſu rerum, or Dr.Gliflon,that 
wonld makg all things alive by an Efſentia- 

ting Form in the very Elements. } Here 
you talk of foul play, to make one pare 
fiſh, and the other fleſh; one part of Matter 
ſelf-moved, and other not.]J © 
He Aff. 
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as: 
' nf. Bat, worthy Sir, the foul play is 


 Fdo ſo, which I never do; That is ſcanc 
fair play. I faid not that Spirits are Mat- 
ter, and [ do bur fav Lam gnorant whe- 
ther Gravitation be from - the Motion of 
a Spirit rhrafting down the Stone, &'. or 
from an Eſſencial Principle in the Marter, 
May not -one be ignorant where he can- 
not ehuſe 7 I. cannot but much difference 
the mot us aggregations, ſuch. as Gravita- 


the purts to che whole,thar they may there 
reſt from motion, from rhe natural mation 
of known Life, which abaorreth ceffacion; 
I take Mor to be no-Eatiry, but a-mode 
of Subſtance ; to be in'- motion or quieſ- 
cence, are ſeveral modes of ir z and that 
mode which is moſt ſtared, moſt ſheweth 
nature. I ſee no contradiction in Ir, that 
a Stone: ſhould fall withour Life : I dare 
not ſay; that God cannot make a Rack or 
Clod to fall by an intrinfick Principle of 
Gravitation, without vital motion. - And 
yet I am moſt inclined to your Opinion : 
Bur the ſtream of Diſfencers obligech' ſuch 
a one as | am to more modeſty than muſt 
be expected from one of your degree. - 
$ 4. Next you complain of [horrible 
_ Confufion,] What's the matter ? why, to 


include 


rs,that ſeem to tel} your Reader ebat 


tion cauſerh, which is only the tendency of 
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include, Life in the Conceptus Formatis of 
a Spirit (of which Sel{-motiow » certainly 
an Effet). and yet ſay It #s not proper #0 a 
Spirie, Avſ. It's worſe than confuſion ro 
intimate that I ſaid what I did not, Your 
avs [[r's certain] is no conviction of 

me, that there is no Se/ſ-ywotzon bur by 

Life. You think not that Fire liveth ; and 
I am not ſure that a Stone is a ſelF- mo« 
ver: 1 orly fay, / know not., I never yet 
ſaw your proof, that God is able to-make 
no. ſelf-movyer but vital! And' if he cas; 
how know I that he dorh vor ? The World 
ſufters ſo much by mens taking on them! 
to. know more than they do, that I fear 
it in my ſelf, as one of the worſt Diſeaſes: 
of Mankind. 

5, You conclude [ We are to- os 
Selſ-motion inthe matter it; ſelf every where 
as not belongeng thereto,but to Spir t } 

Ainſ. No doubt but Materia qua tals 
eſt mere paſſrva: Bur thar God can purno 
motive ielinarion in it, or that he cannot 
giVea Spiritual Vitality coany matter,are 
conclufionstitrer tor you than for me. 

6. To ſhew why I oft neglect the 
name [ Marerial ] (flome taking 1t for the 
{1me with S«b/tance, and ſome only- for 
Corporeit)) I ſaid, that the diſtinCtion of 
iV arwres Into Aftive and P, afſive, ſerveth 
bk; 2 


#5 well.] To this you. 


[Majeriality & 


| ſa) Vig 
| 4 Notion more ſtritt, aiſles and ſteaay.] 


«FAnſ, The contrary is commonly known, 


and before and elſewhere proved ; when 


Materia is not only a very hard ambi- 
 guous word (and you have not yet en- 


what you mean by it)but even ſuch great 
men as before named make rhei'more 
general ſenſe*(equal to Subſtance) to be 


do, and you made us underſtand what you 
mean by it, I would hold to it accord- 
ingly. | ; 

You ſay, Paſſivity belongs to things 
Immaterial. Anſ, 1. Paſſroity as excluſive 
of Atvity, or as predominant, doth nor. 
2, No Paſlivity belongeth to that which 
1s not Matter in the foreſaid large ſenſe 
of Matter, of which more anon. 
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$ 1, JF Confeſt my Ignorance of the 

I Canſe of the deſcenſus gravium ;, 
whether it be from a Principle made by 
God eſlential co the matter that deſcend- 
4 Et 
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abled me by all your words, to know. 


the more proper: Had all uſed it, as you 
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eth, or-from an incrinſick: compounding 
ative nature, or-only from an extrinfick 
Mover, You here, bid me not deſpair; 
for It 1s demionſtrable that "the deſcenſus 
gravium 75 not from any principle ſpringing 
from therr own Matter, but from an Imnia- 
terial principle arftintt therefrom. 

Anſ. 1. Al doth not demonſtrate to. me; 
which ſome call demonſtration; I perceive 
you note not at all what 1s my.doubt, 
and how can you then ſolve it ? Idonort 
think that the Gravitation is from a prime 
Ciple ſpringing from the Matter. How con 
a Principle of Motion ſpring from Matter? 
But the doubt is of the ſevera] wales fore- 
named: 1. Whether it be from a prin- 
ciple in the Matter,as Dr. Glſſon thought, 
as a Concepts inadzquatus of its Efſence, 
or atleaft an-inſeparable Quality or ACc1- 
dent. 2. Or whether it be by an Eflential 
Compounding Principle.,as Anima in homine: 
3, Or by an extrinfick Agent only ; Did 
you think thatyou had anfivered theſe? 

You ſay, [ which Principle to be Me 
Hover of the Matter of the Univerſe, 1 
have over and over again demonſtrated: i 
Ench. Metaph.} 

Anſ.. I would have had it plainer, but © 
muſt take it as it is. It ſeems then that 
yon think char ir is only the Amma 

D Mundi, 


Mundi, without any ſubordinate moving 


out, I will not wrong you ſo much as to 
ſuppoſe that you think any \Indiſcerpible 
Spirit proper to a Stone, or a Fox, or an 
Aſs, moveth all the World : Therefore I 
muſt Judge that to the Motion of all the 
Stones, Clods, &c. in the world, there is 
none bur an Univerſal Mover. I confeſs I 
think (as Dr. G:/ber: de Magn.) and many 
others, that the whole Tel hath one 
Ative Principle (which I plainly think is 
Fire ;) and if he call it Anima Tellurs, I 
leave him to his liberty. Bur I think 
there are ſubordinate particular Moving 
Principles beſides the Univerſal? . 


Manas animateth all 4nimals? I think 
you do not ; elle all Apparitions ſhould 
be but by one Soul.Beſides an Anima On 
verſalzs, there muſt be a particular (or 
ſingular ) Soul in every Man, Beaft, Bird, 
@c, There muſt be more rhan the Uni- 
verſal Soul, to make you write, ſpeak, 
do better than others : And if ſo,how am 
I ſure that nothing under the Univerſal 
Spirit moveth deſcendeutia gravia? In 
oth projettorum (another inſtance of my 


in Anima ſingulari projicientis, The Uni- 


[38] 
Principle : Bat you ſhould have ſpoken 


Do you think that only the Anima 


Ignorance ) there 1s. ſure ſome cauſality ft; 
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yerſal Cauſe is ever one, but excladeth 
not ſubordinate Moving Cauſes. My old 
Friend Mr. Saw. Gor (on Meoſis Philoſ. ) 
ſuppoſeth each Element to have its ſpe- 
cial Svirit: I am not ſo well skilled in 
ſuch rhings, as to come to that certainty 
which others pretend to: I think to an 
equal common Motion an UniverſalCauſe 
may ſuffice ; but when Motions differ, I 
know not the different Cauſes ſo well as 
ſome think they do. How you anſwered 
Judge Hale of th Rundle in the Water, 
know not : But you that think Fire in the 
Sun to be no Spirit but Matter, I am confi- 
dent will never make me believe, thatFire 
and Sun are moved only by the Univerſal 
Mover, without any motive principle in 
themſelves. Your Metaphylſ. c. 13.I have 
peruſed, and am paſt doubt of a Spiritual 
Moving Power : But two things I ſee not 
proved ; 1. That there are nor particular 
Moving Principles ſubordinare to the 
more Univerſal. 2. That the God of Na- 
ture hath nor pur into the paſſive Ele- 
ments, a ſtrong inclination of the parts to 
union with the whole, and to aggregative 
Motion when forcibly ſeparated ; which 

Inclination Dr. Gl:ſor callech' their Efſen= 
tial Life ; but I think is ſomewhat that 

tſerreth not that name, I have riot rea 
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[40] 
your Yol. Philoſ, nor_Adnot am. nor An-F 
{wer to Judge Hale. - M1 
'Q$ 2. Set. 6. You ſay, This is to joynſſe 
the property of a Spirit to Matter. Anſw, 
Thar's it that doubt of, whether all Se/f- 
7otion (under the Univerſal Mover) be 
proper to a Spirit,or only YVitas Seif-mot ton, 

Y 3. Your Aſſurance of the Earth's Me 
t:zon, allureth not me: I have ſeen a 1. S, 
of your Antagoniſt's Judge Hale, that in- 
clineth me to deny it ; and nothing .more 
than the lgneous nature of the Sun, to 
which Motion is natural, and the torpid 
nature of Earth; God making every 
thing fit for its uſe. But of this, as m 
Judgment is of little value, fo I profel 
Ignorance. 

Y 4. Thar there is Attivity In faxes 
Thoughts, I grant ; for Thinking is Atting 
But rhzt there 1s as much Activity in the 
rot-acting of a Rock, e.g. 1 deny, It 
. $5. Again, youare at the Miſchief of c 
Leaving out your Penetrability, and Indi} 
cerpibility, and [wmateriality; to which}? 
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have oft anſwered. And I now add, you / 
make it an abſurdity to name that as a 
Form, which is not proper to the thing | c 
But Immaterialicy,Penetrability, or Indiffn 
cerpibility in your own Judgment (1Þ 1 
think) are none of them proper to Spirit p 
For. 
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For they are common to divers Accidents 
Fin your account, viz. Light, Heat, Cold, 
nc. are all theſe. | 
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g 1,.YF OU come to the main thing 
which I importuned you to bleſs 

the world with your explication of, v/z. 
Fhe true a:ff erence of Subſt ance and Matter. 
And you lay, /t's obvious to any obſerving 
we They differ as Gerus and Species. 
Anſ. I would I had an obſerving Eye. If 
by Matter you mean ſenſible Marter, ſuch 
as Man can ſee, feel, or meaſure, &c, the 
e4difference indeed is obvious: My doubt 
14 is here; ſeeing you confeſs that [ubſtare 
neg acordentihes 1s buta relative notion; (and 
its commonly ſaid that God hath no Ac- 
off cidents, and yer is a Subſtance : How true 
1/41 ſay nor) and all your notice of it, beſides 
1 Negatives Is, that [ Subſtance is a Being 
oul [z46/it:ng by it ſelſJand call rhis [a compleat 
; af Definition;] 1. How you can call that a 
- compleat Definition of that which indeed is 
non definable for want of a Genwus: For you 
iy Metaph.c,2. that Ens qautenus Ens nou 
It, pal fe 00ject ups Merapbyſice 61 141m Jene> 
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rale fit ut & Oraine & Nature & Doftrie 
ue res Phyſicas antecedat, &c, But this I 
Rick not at : Things not definable may be 
partly known. But 2. whereas it's grant- 
ed by you, that Subtantia and Vita (or 
Virtus Attiva) are two inadequate Corn- 
ceptus of a Spirit, do you hold that the 
Conceptus of Subſtantiality hath any more 
in it of Real Entity, than the bare Concep- 
tus of Virtus Attiva (or Vitalis) alone ? 
Or whether the meaning be, that as It is 
Res the Virtus Aliva is its total Concep- 
tw, and Sabſtantia is but added to fignifie 
that Res illa que aiitur Vita vel Virtus 
Vitalis ſubſiſtit per ſe, & nou in alto, id eſt, 
on eft Accidens. If this be the meaning 
thatthe word YVz,or Virtue, ſpeak all that 
is Res, and Subſtance (peak only its ſtate,as 
being no Accident, but a Self-Being ; this 
is intelligible, and it agreeth with ſome 
mens thoughts of God himſelf, But this 
ſeemeth neither to be true (at leaſt of 
Creatures ) nor to be your ſenſe, Not 
rrue ; for a Created F':irtus (vel Vita) qus 
non elt alicujus Subſtantie Virtwus, vel ut 
Forma vel nt Accidens, ſeemeth above 


our reach to conceive. Though I know 


many call God Parus Attus,8 theSchools 
moſtly agree that Sb/#ant:a is not univo- 


cally ſpoken of God and us, and deny. it 
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to be properly ſaid of God ; and I cat eaff- 
ly grant that God is utterly above all for- 
mal knowledge of ours ; yet that Crea- 
ted Spirits ſhould be a meer Y:rezs (or 
Potentia Aftiva, or At) leemeth hard 
to believe. n 

And many words intimate that it is not 
your Judgment, but that Subſtantiality (ig- 
nifieth nor only the Modms of the Ex- 
iſtence of the Aus Entitativnus,or Virtas, 
but is the firſt half and fundamental Cox 
ceptas of a Spirit as Res, ſpeaking halfly 
Its Entity, In this I think we agree, 

And now if this be ſo, this very Concep- 
tus of Fundamental Reality, 1s but that 
ſame which Sch:bler, and abundance o0- 
thers call Materia Metaphyſica, as ditfe- 
rent from Materia Phyſica; and which Dr, 
Crakenthorpe,8& many orhers,take thegene- 
ral and moſt proper ſenſe of ateria to con- 
tain. & therefore I ſay but,th it you ſhould 
not take an equivocal] word 1or univocal, 
and lay fo great a ſtreſs on an ambiguous 
name. And I confeſs ſtill all your names 
of [ndiſcerpibility, Penetrability and I[m- 
materiality, give me no ſcientifical notion 


| of the true difference between the loweſt 


Subſtantiality of a Spirit, and the higheſt 
of Fire or e/Ether, or Ariſtotelis quinta 
Eſentia(which you call Matter.)But Iam 

D 4 fully 


fally fatisfied of an 7 EG FER Pu- 

ity, f Subſtance; 2. And of the true 
Form of a Soul; and TI find my felf ro need 
no More. 

$ 2. The T»-eamits take the Faculties of 
the Soul ro be but Accidents ( as Mr. 
Pemble ae Orig. Formar. Coth the Souls of 
Brutes 70 be but Qualities of Matter) 
Wilicit 1 have elſewhcre confured ; Ard 
their mult needs think that che Netion of 


Subtart my is almcſt all of the Soul. 
\ 2. 149 add our of your Ethicks, aul- 
lin to hitman intdawg; oſentians coghoſei 


poſſe, ſed £tiributa tantum (ſentialia, eſ- 
fentialesg; i: 1tmdines, We are not any 
way able to aſc over rhe very bare Eſſence or 
SE, Fance of any 11120, ] Az. Yer you 
ſlay before. (IVnatcante i0re plat? 1 and 
[1t's obV10:t5 to eVEr) ovſerving Eye. | I con: 
teſs I undeiftand you not: I know no e- 
fſeatia that is not mtima:; And if by nadanm 
YOu INean Aacciacntibus tiudatam, We know 
no Subſtance ſo, becauſe there is none: 
ſuch creeted : but we can abitract the Eſ- 
ſence from the Accidents. And if we 
know not the nudam c/entiam of any ac- 
cident we know nothing. Eſſential Attri- 
butes, and Habitudes are hard words: If 
by the :iribates you mean the yames or 
Jepona \s 1ghal BOFLQNS, wc KNOW the Ellence 
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of Letters, vlamien SEES ; [but by 
them rt p:r ſigna we know the things 
themſelves , but ſcientia abſtrattiva non: 
intuitiva, But this is true knowledge of 


the Eſſence ſignified, If by the Arrrzbates 


you mean any Accidenrs fignified by thoſe 
Names, thoſe are nor eſſenrcial Artribures, 
Bur if you mean the Eſſence fegnifi:d you 


ſay and unſay. I am paſt doubt that we. 


know the Eſſences of the immediate Ob= 
jects of Senſe, and alſo of our own Intel- 
lectual Acts. But how? There 1s ſc:exti4 
adequataand inadequata: Iam paſt doubt 
that n:hbil ſcitur ſcientia adequata, (but on-- 
ly inadequata: And fo ſtritte, Res ipſa non- 


ſcitur quia tota ejus Eſſentia nou ſcitar 3 


but al:quid rerum ſcitur; and this 1s true. 
of the Eſſence itſelf. All our knowledge is 
parcial and imperfect, a half Science, but 
it reachech Ellences. 
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Hereas [ think that only V 
{age muſt expound the dis 


ference "DIE the ſenſe of Sxbſtance 


and Azatter, you deny It not, but ſtill miſ- 
{uppoſe that uſe taketh Matter but in one 
(cole, 


#$kid [46] | 
ſenſe,and never applieth it to ſpiritual Sub- 
ſtance, All this de zomine is to little pur- 
' poſe, but I will recite ſome words of 
your own: Ench. Metaph. c.2. p.8,9,10. 
Eſſentia que nihil aliud eſt quam materia 
& forma [imul ſumpte--- Dao principia illa 
Entis interna & jncomplexa quatenus ens eſt, 
efſe Materiam & formam Logicam--- Et u- 
nixcnjnuſq; res quatenis ens eſt Eſſentia con- 
foſtit ex Amplitudine & Differentia que am- 
plitudinem ab amplitudine diſcriminat, Nam 
quod res quelzbet aliquatenus Ampla ſit, ex 
eo patet, tum quod id wvoci materia valde 
conſonum ſit que tanquam principium Entis 
quatenus Ens eft conſideratur ; tum etians 
quod nullam aliam ideam menti noſtre ea 
afferre poteſt prater hanc amplitudizem, 
Nec revera quicquam ab animis noſtr is con- 
cipi omni amplitudine deſtitutum--= p, 10. 
Ex quibus omnibus taudem profinit p1 acla- 
rum hoc conſelt arium quod omne Ens qua- 
tenns Ens eft--Quantum, Quale--- Ens di- 
citur reſpectn ſorme, legitimeq; conditionts 
materie.-- Yuodemne Ens fit Dnantum,ex 
Slizs Materid intelligitur---- Then you 
blame them qui imaginantur quedam En- 
tia onmi Materia carentia, etiam hac L- 
gica, onmiq; ad materiam relatione.---P.12. 
Ommnss ſubſtantia ex eo quod Ens fit, Mate- 
riam quandam vel Amplitndinem in ſe in- 


cludat, You | 
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You ſee here how much more now 
you write againſt your ſelf than me: I 
never ſaid that Spirits are material, nor 
that every Subſtance hath ſome matter, 
as you do. 

$ 2. But this i but Materia Logica. 
Anſ. And thoſe that I excuſe do but call it 
Materia metaphyſica: And what's the 
meaning of Materia Logica? If Logick or 
Grammar uſe ſecond Notions, Names, and 
Signs, if they be not rebus aptatathey are 
falſe. What is it now but the aptitude of 
the Name that we ſpeak of ? 

Yea, you that make Spariam to be God, 
calling it Locss interns, really diſtinft from 
Bodies, yet ſay that you prove by Apo- 
deftical Argaments,that it 18 tribus dimenſs- 
onibus preditum: And no doubt God is a 
Spirit, ſo that you your ſelf make a Spi- 
rit, even the Father of Spirits, to be Aſat- 
ter that hath Amplitude, Daantity, and the 
three dimenfions; And yet write a Book 
againſt one as aſſerting Spirits to be mar- 
ter, who never aſſerted it, unleſs the 
word /Aatter ignifie but Szbſtance: For 
T aſcribe no more to it than your Ampli- 
rude, if fo much. And yet I take the word 
Amplitude to ſgnifie no form at all, no 
more than Quantity or Dimenſions, or In- 
diviſibility, of Penetrability, but to be 

the 


£4897. 


the Conſiſtent Di/poſrio Subſjtantia, © 
And you once hit on that true notion of 
the Conditio materie as a neceſſary Con- 
geptus Entis preter ipſam maieriam C& for- 
1m, Metapiyl. c. 2. p. 10. [Veranm Eng 
dicitur reſpeity forme, Legirimaqj Conan ti- 
ons materia: DMNegq; caim Galea ex tent 
P ap;ro Jabricat a & concitnata vera galea 
ef. ſed PI ias lndicrtm illits imitament um, 


/ 


Al ſo 1. 'wihcre. Yet now you make the 


Corgi: 114 to) be the Form, 

SR. 5 aQUAI yOu m3ke all Spirits 0) 
DE 3.4%: nimate forme matter, You 
Tem ts ic izto be but Anima Mn 


- #5110areth 1t either as a 
OHNE « nacking Subſtance, as we 


ay te 5: i22c Boly, or elle az the 
form4 re; /: -w:; vaich is but Conceptns 
gnddaquati:: 5 :rality ns forma anime, If 


in the firſt ici!-, you thar ſay that ope- 
ration of the Sy::! p:oveth locality, and 
aſcribe Amplicude and Quantity to God, 
and the rhree dimenſions, do ſeem tv 
make lum [acellectually choug! 1not actu- 
ally Diviſible: That 1s, the Intellect may 
conceive of God as partly in the Sun, and 
partly on Earth, Cc, orelfe you mult ask 
pardon of your oppoled Holenm:rians as 
you name them,and ſay as they,thar God 


Is cot144 144 toto F totus in qualibet parte, 
| | It 


If in the 2d ſenſe, then-you make the 
matter only to be Subſtance, and God to 
be but the Form of that Subſtance (or as 
ſome dreams a .9xality.) And then I con- 
feſs your. Votions of [ndiſcerpible and Pe: 
xzetrable are. very eaſily intelligible, as a- 
greeing to the meer Form, (Vitality, ACt- 
ive-power, Wiſdom, and Love.) | 

But how either of theſe notions will 
ſtand, either with Gods. Exiſtence xt ſpa- 
tium infinitum, beyond all Matter, (which 
you ſometime hint) or the 7»fniteneſs of 
Matter, but with intermixt Vacaities, 
which ( pap. 44- Metaph.) you ſeem to 
ſuppoſe to be communi nature voce carfir- 
matum) I know not : For then the vace- 
um 18 Deas extra materiam, and ſo all Spi- 
ricisnor in marter. I think that all marter 
and Spirit is in God; and thethe is much 
more than 4n1ma Mundi C 07mmium ani: 
marum. 
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O your Indiſcerpib:ility 7 further 
ſay,I diſtinguiſh, 1.BetweenACtu- 
al 2nd Intellectual dividing; 2. Berween 
what God can do, and what a Creature 
can 


x n oat] 64 ab i Rt 5 x2; ” c POE FOE i, 6 , " —”—_ A tat - . 
Ws, NE rind AIRS GEN erg B/Do Oe; 8 CER 4-6 * "£317 _70 Fe : heb kf arent F os. 4, OP [. Pers. "oc. f, > 
h, 1 * . zy £98 > Y w_” bs * 2 42 - Fy F- 
: oh : w 
is 
[ ; T 
*% 
' 


[50]. 


can do, and 3: Between the Father of Spi- 
rits and created Spirits : And ſo I fay, r. 
That if you had ſpoken of the meer Y:r- 
ens Vitals of a Spirit, I think it 1s a con- 
tradition to ſay that it is Diſcerpible or 
impenetrable ; But ſeeing you aſcribe Am- 
PRE, Quantity, and Dimenſions, and 
ogical Materiality to the Subſtanciality 
of Spirits, I ſee not but that you make 
_ them IntelleCtually diviſible z that is, that 
- one may think of one part as here and'ano- 
ther there. 2. And if ſo, though man can- 
not ſeparate or divide them, if it be no 
contradiction God can. Various Elements 
vary. in diviſibilicy : Earth is moſt divifi- 
ble: Water more hardly, the parts more 
inclining ro the cloſeſt contact: Air yet 
more hardly: And if as you think the Sub- 
ſtance of Fire be material, no doubt the 
Diſcerpibilliry is yer harder. And if God 
have made aCreture ſo ſtrongly inclin'd to 
cheUnity of all the parts, that no otherCre- 
ture can ſeparate them butGod only as if a 
Soul were fuch; it's plain that ſuch a Being 
need not fear a Diſſolution by ſeparation 
of parts : For its own Nature bath no ten- 
dency to it, but to the contrary, and no 
fellow Creature hath power to do-tt, and 
God will notdo it. God maketh all things 
apt for their uſe, and uſeth things as he 
hath 
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bath made them, He made not Marble 
and Sand alike, nor uſeth them alike, And 
if he ſhould make a Spirit (e. g. an eAu- 
ma bujus Vorticis, Solis,Stelle, &e. ) Sach 
as he bids can divide, but hath no naty« 
ral tendency to diviſion,but ſo mucbIndi(- 
cerpibility as no Creature. can OVErcome, 
this (beſides Scripture): intimaterh Gods 
purpoſe about it. & 

3. But doubtleſs God and Creatures 
are both called Spirits equivocally or ana- 
logically andnot univocally : And it isthe 
vileſt Contradiction to fay that God is.ca« 
pable of Diviſion : Bur whether it be fo 
with created Spirits I know not: They 
have paſſivity and God hath none. It's no 
great Wiſdom to confeſs ones Ignorance z 
But not to confeſs it is very great folly. 

I am ſcarce of your mind, that a mar 
may be in the like puzzle in Se Vas World 
as he was in this, if he methodize not his 
Thoughts aright. But if it be ſo, you are 
beſt think agazn. 

F 2. For Cencrraking you ſay, that oze 
Spirit may have a greater Amplitude than 
another, and that the parts, as 1 may fo 
call rhins. of th: ſame Spirit, may in the 
ContraFion of :tſelf penetrate one another, 
ſo that there may be a Reduplication of E(- 
ſence through the whole. Spirir. Anſ. You 

temper 
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tempt me to doubt leſt you talk ſo mickt 
againſt materialiry of Spirits to hide the 
name of your owh Opanion, for that which 
otters call mareriality. If Spirits have 
parts which may' be: extended and con- 
cracted, you'l hardly ſo eaſily prove as 
ſay, that God' cannot divide- them. And 
when in your Writings ſhall I find (atisfa- 
tion, into how much ſpace one Spirit 
may be extended, and into how little-it 
may "be contracted? And whether the 
whole Spirit of the World may be con- 
tracted into a Nut-ſhell, or a Box, and 
the Spirit of a Flea may be extended to 
the Convexe of all the World: 
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J T Said, [We prant that Spirits have 4 

Qnanritas diſcreta ; they are nu- 
merous, individuate, aud Forme ſe mul- 
ripſicant : Generation is the work of Spirits, 
and not of Bodies. And how can 1 tell, that 
that God that can make many out of one, 
Cannot make mary ihito one, and unite and 
divide them as well as Matter.) You ſay, 
[This paſſage is worth our attentive conſide- 
ration, And 1. Tou hence infer Ampli- 
cade 
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tude and Dimenſion of Spirits. _ LT. 


 i[neddle not for you, nor againſt- you : 


Whar's this to me ? 

$2. You ask what are the Formg 
que ſe multiplicant ? Anſ, Senſitive and. 
Rational as well as Vegetative Spirits : 
You ſay, That muſt be Creat:on, or Selj- 
diviſion, Anſ. No ; it is but Generation. 
And in Append, to the Reaſ. of Chriſtian 
Religion, I have partly ſhewed thar Gene- 
ration is from God as the Prime Cauſe, 
and yet the Parents Souls as a Second 
Cauſe, ſo that ſomewhat of a ſort of 
Creation and TraduCtion concur : which 
having further opened in 24erhoa. Theol, 
I here pretermir, 

Q 3. But to my Queſtion, Why God cars 
not make two of one, or one of two, you put 
me off with this lean Anſwer, that we be 
not hound to pratle our ſelves about! if. 

Arſe. T think that Anſwer might ſerve ro 
much of your Philoſophical Diſputes. Bur 
if you will puzzle us with a naked Afſer- 
tion of Indiſcerpibility, we muſt ask your 
proof of it, why God cannot divide and 
unite extended ample quantitative Spirits? 
and if he can, how you know that he doth 
not 2? or that [ndiviſibility | is the Form of a 
Spirit ; when as if Water be divided 1nto 


drops, every drop 1s Water ſtill, 
E, Ad 


i ee ee ee Ee ens 


P7 SECT: X © 


Ac ww RS ——_— 


$ 1.YN your further thoughts of this 

Sect. 11. you do firſt miſ-ſuppoſe þ 
that my Queſtion intimatech ſuch a Givi v 
fid:lity 7 Souls, as of terrene Bodies into 8 
f 
f 


—— 
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Aroms, or a contrary Union. Terrene 
Atoms have the moſt imperfect Union, 
All the Sands on the ſhoar are not only 
diviſible,but partly divided : I cannot ſay, 
thar all the parts of the Air are ſo ; much}}* 
leſs of the Fire. There is a far cloſer UP" 
nion of all the Subſtance of thar Lazid Ca- 
l:faftive Element, chan of Earth, Water, 
or Air, 4 
F 2. And here I muſt inſerc, chat afrer 
| long thoughts,I doubc nor bur all things 
Created are cruly one, and truly many: 
No one particle of the Univerſe is inde- 
pendent on the reſt : Parts they are; as 
every part of aClock or Watch: Every 
Leaf, and Grape, and Apple on the Tree 
hath a certain individuate or namerical 
Being, and yet every one is a part of rhe 
Tree: And every Herb and Tree 1s a part 
of the Garden or Orchard, and that a part 
of England,0&tc.and all a part of rhe Earth 
in Which they grow ; and no doubt: the 
Lareg 


| [55] | 
Earth is as dependant on other patts of 
the Univerſe; and all on God. We dreant 
of no toral ſeparation of any Creature 
-f| from the reſt, much Jeſs Spirits: 
Burt all the /lIrminated Arr,is more one 
rfl flamma tenuis (though compound 6tzr 
and Fire, and called by us Light) rhan the 
Sands are one Earth : And Fi hot but 
chat Fire, which is the Morive, 7[iluming- 
tive,and Calefatiive Subſtance, in all rbe 
Air, and elſewhere, is yet much Jeſs divi- 
ble than the Air, and Souls than-it : So 
that ſhould God make many into one;they 
1.4 ould be many Individuals no: more; but 
one again Diviſtble by God himſelf. 

$ 3. And you mif-ſuppoſe rhe to fup- 
poſe that the whole Subſtance of all Hu- 
maneSouls,are bur the ſame waich once in 
Adam was but one,and from him divided; 
 EWciting is a tedious works; becauſe it (0 
hardly cauſeth men to underſtand us. | 
luppoſe that a continued Creative Emanz- 
on from rhe Father of Spirits,giveth out 
all that Spiritual Subſtantiality which be- 
ometh new Souls; but that God hath or- 
lained that the. Generating Souls ſhall firſt 
eceive this Divine Emahation, and be or- 
> ganica] in communicating it to the 

Semzn and foto new organ'calBodiesz. 
otthat the Parents Souls only diſpoſe 
= 3 the 


» © - -0 4s, 
- * 
* 24 


 ©3Aa = n 


" La S 270) = AP 7 ITS 6/4 hs Snook at DL ae - 7 VIPS 5 $5, CLE Tra (Os * ig 7} : SY I's 
X a Pc ” - x " s 
> JEWS z FITS. 
I s : 
4 
: [ F ] 


the ſeminal recipient Matter, but are 
themſclves partly receptive, and then 
active in the communication: It will be a 
defective ſimilicude if I ſay, as a Burning- 
glaſs by a receptive contraction of the Sun 
Beame, is inſtrumental in kindling com- 
buſtible matter: Rather as one Candle 
kindleth a thouſand, and yet the ſubſtance 
of the Lucid and Calid Being, is communi- 
cated from the Ignite Air by the means of 
that one Candle. (For that it is only Ao- 
res a Alerts, | believe not.) 

Thar you have drawn me thus effztire 
gage circa generationem, opinor, mult help 
you to be patient with my rediouſ- 
neſs. And the rather, becauſe to avoid 
offending you, I will now paſs by any fur- 
ther Anſwer to your Queries, Whethy 
Adani's Soul was a Legion? which elſe was 
Adain's Soul? How come they to be Malt 
and Female ? was that number of Souls ex- 
panacd or contratted? what a change by Ve- 
nery f what becomes of th: many Souls in the 
C-4jt? and the reſt. I would not by a 
particular Anſwer diſgrace your Qune- 
ſtions, or the jocular urgent amplificati- 
ons. No doudr Lights are too Jow [llu- 
{trations ; but the higheſt within the reach 
of ſenſe. There was not a Legion of 
Candlcs in that which lighted a Legion : 

ad 
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nor need I tell you which of the Jighted 
Candles was that which lighted it; nor 
why lighting more conſumed not the firſt; 
nor why It kindled a Wax-Candle, and 
a Tallow- Candle, &c. I knew nor till now 
that you thought Souls differed in Sex , 
becauſe the Perſons do. But I will nor 
ſtrive againſt your Conceit, The Soul of 
a Male and Female I betcer underſtand, 
than a Male and Female? Soal, 

$ 4. But you tell me, / muſt conſider. 
the Nature of Light throughly, and I ſhall 


find it nothing, but a certaims motion of a 


Medium, whoſe particles are ſo or ſo qua- 
lifizd, ſome ſuch way as Carteſraniſm drives 
at : But here's not Subſtances but Motion 
communicated, QC, 

| Anſ. I had as willingly have heard Car- 
tchus tell me any Dream elſe that ever 
came into his Brain: For this I greitly 
deſpiſe: And wonder not that any man 
Is 1gnorant of the nature of Spirits, who is 
ſo grolly ignorant of the igneous analogi- 
cal Nature as he was. I have ſaid fo much 
in divers Books againft it, that I will not 
here in frray{it# any furcher touch ſo no+ 
ble a Subject, than to tell you that if you. 
have ſcudied the old Stoicks, Platoniſts , 
&c, and Patricins , Telefius, Campapella, 
Lnd, le Grand, &c. as much as Carttſiuz, 
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I pirty you for believing him. I doubr 


not the Subſtance of Fire hath a Yirews 
motiva, as well as illaminativa & cate. 
ſaftiva: And conſequently that Light and 
_ are neither of them without Afor:- 

: Bur that they are a tripple operati- 
on of the Una-trina forma 12nza, Iam paſt 
doubt, (after as hard ſtudy as you can ad- 
viſe me to.) But your terms [certain mo- 
_ tion]and an (unnamed) Medium, and par- 
ticles ſo and ſo qualified, and ſome way, cc. 
are not notifying terms to me. 

That Larftn is wpſe »motus methinks a 
man of half Cartefiws's Age ſhould never 
dream : Tharit's an efett of Motion ma- 
ny fay, and think it ſo, as much as xrel- 
le&icn is an effect of mental-Vitality, and 
Volition of Intelle&tion. But (to lay no 
ſtreſs on Sir Ken. Digby's Arguments) I 
make no doubt 1gnis {acens is as truly a 
Subſtance as a Spirit is. If Light be an 
AQ or Quality it hath ſome immediate 
Agent or Subject : Ir doth not exiſt ſepa- 
rated fromthem. It is inthe 47 bur as the 
Recipient, a5 It is in the Oil of the Candle. 
The Air ſhineth nor of itſelf (as the Night 
jinformeth vs.) [t is therefore a Subſtance 
that moveth and illuminatech the Air: 
And if Cartes will call that Subſtance G/c- 
buli at herei, or materia ſoot, [ need not 
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a game at ach. to! yiſh words: As Motu 
cauſerh Senſation, = Intelletion, which 
- vet by meer motion would never have 
| b, cauſed, without the conjunCtt Atts 
of che Senfitive and IntelleQive Faculties 
- Fas ſuch; fo is ir of Light, Really when I 
» Bread how far you have eſcaped the delu- 
ſions of Carteſianiſm, I am ſorry that you 
yet ſtick in ſo groſs a part of it as this is, 
when he that knoweth no more than mo- 
tion in the Nature of Fire, which is the 
ative Principle by which mental and (cn- 
; fitive Nature operateth on Man, and. 
. [Bruits, and Vegetables, and all the paſ- 
five Elements, (if it be not ipſa forma tel- 
laris) and all the . viſible actions in this 
lower World are performed, what can 
that mans Philoſophy be worth? I there- 
fore return your Counſel , ſtudy more - 
throughly the Nature of Frhereal Fire, : 
I find cauſe to imagine (by your Wri- | 
tings) that you are (as Mr. Glazv:le) for 
. the pre-2xiſtence of Souls before Gene- 
ration, And when do you think they were 
| Fall made? And what B:dies did all the 
- Souls that have ever ſince been in the 
. IWorldanimate,when there was no-haman 
Bodybut Adam 'sand Eve's ?Can you conje= 
(ture what Animal's they were before 
they were men's? If you on the one ex- 
E 4 cream 
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tream (thinking that God made as many 
Souls, yea Animals the firſt week, as ever 
are in Being to the end of the 'World) 
and the Averrhoiſts on the other extream 
(who think all Souls are but one indivi- 
duated by receptive Matrer, as one Sun 
lighreth many Candles by a Burning. 
Glaſs, and all return as Candles put onr, 
into one again) were to diſpute it out by 
meer Philoſophy ( without che Expert. 
ence of apparitions,) I know not which 
would ger the better, 


L———— 


Ad D EC r 2 XII, AL. 


—— 
—_— 


He 12. SeCtion being all meer ficti- 
on needs no further Anſwer. 

I 1+ Itfeems vou call that the [cxcrred 
Spirir of Natare, | lighting every Candle 
which other men call Fire : And fo you 
will number Fire with Spirits. 

C2. Your 13. Settion is ſtrange, x, 
Tou fay Penetrability and indiviſibility 
are not accidents at all, no more than R;: 
t:onale of a man. Anſ. Atima rode Is 
forma hominrs jn the ſtrict proper . ſenſe 
of Formaas an Attive Princivle. Indiviſi- 
ble is a Negative, and it and Penetrable 
are tne conſiſtency or mode of the Sub- 

ſtance 
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ſtance (or, as you | elf Matter: ) a 
Amplitude, Quantity, Spiffitude, ha 
ſions, Locality are by youſaid to be, which 
are called Forms in another ſenſe, as the 
paſſive Elements differ from each other. 
Bat the Principium Ativam being the 


true and only Form of a Spirit, theſe mo- 


dalities and Confiſtencies are but conditio 


materid, as You call } If, Or Subſtant ie as] 
call ir, 2s ro the Form. Yet that Deſpoſs-- 


t:0 materie is Elſential I have aflerted. 
$ 3. And yet though all along I deny 
not your two words to be the conditio om- 


4 Subſt ant ie ſpirituals(joined with more) 


I ſtill tell you that difficulties make me 
not lay ſo thuch on them as you do. To 
add one more, As I told you Omality is 
penetrable; as well as Spirit, e. g. heat, ſv 
yet though we commonly ſay, it is indi- 
viſible, I wiſh you would ſolve this Ob- 
jeCtion : You prove the Jocality of Spirits 


by their operation on this or that Body, 


(And doubrlefs you may well prove that 
the Recipient body is zx loco , and conſe- 
quently the Agent relatively. ) But how 
ſhall we avoid the diviſion of Qualities 
or Spirits ex d:vifione materia ſubjettive, 
E.p.If a red hot Iron be penetrated by the 
heat,yer if this Tron be cur in two, while 


hor, and each pert ſer ( per potentian ſ#- 
peris 
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per:iorem) at 20 Miles diſtance. is not the 
hear divided with the Iron? So ifa mans 
| Head be ſtruck off, and (by ſuch a quick 
mover as you think moveth the Earth) 
the Head in a moment were carried far 
off, while both parts of the Body are yet 
alive, is not the Soul in each part? And if 
the Parts were 20 or 100 Miles a ſunder, 
is it ſtill one undivided Soul ? 

[ can ſay ſomwhat ro ſatisfie my ſelf of 
this; but hardly without croſſing ſom- 
whar that you ſay. 

F 4. Again when my chief diſſent from 
you' is more againſt your Confidence than 
your Verity, yet you again tell us, that. 
we know not bare Eſſences, but Eſſential 
<trribates. I tell you I take not theſe to 
be notifying Expreſſions : We know ſome 
Eſſences either intuitively (as Ockam faith) 
or without figns, immediately, e. g. what 
It 18 ro ſee, raſte, hear, ſmel], Fc. and 
what ta underſtand and will, And we 
know orher Eſſences Scientia abſtrativz 
per fiana. And what good would the know- 
tedge of Attributes elſe do us. Attributes 
in notione prima are the thing itſelf; And 
ro know an Eſlential Attribute, and to 
know 1pſam Eſſeutiam Scientia inadequata 
is a} one. But an Eſſential Attribute as no- 
£zo ſecunda, is but fignym per quod res ſignt- 
J. ficata 


ficata cognofcende FY And this is know 
ing the Eſſence roo, bur ſcientia abſtratti- 
2d: And all is ſcientia valde imperfett 6. 
$5. You fay, that Neither the faculty 
nor 7 Seda of Reaſoning is the a 
and conſequently not rationale. 
Anſ. Things of ſo great Moment ſhould | 
not not be obtruded on the World with 
a bare spſe dico, The Act of IntelleCtion 
or Reaſoning is but the Effence in hoc mo- 
ao: but the Fac#lty is theEſſentialForm of 
che Soul, When you have confuted the 
Scotiſts, and my peculiar Diſpar. in Meth. 
Toeol, where I think I fully diſprove 
what you ſay, I may hear you further, 


4d SECT. XIW, XV, SPI. 


S [ FErc you would firſt know, How. 
I [ know that theVitalitas forma- 
lis belongs not to Matter, unleſs F have an 
Antecedent notion of Spirit diſtint® from 
Matter, Anſ. 1. I conſent not to Dr. 
Ghfſon, who hone all. Matter had a Yi- 
tal Form, But I undertake not to prove 
thar God cannot endow any Matter with 
a Vital Form. And forma den:minat ; where 
i tind the Form ot a Spirit Ile call it Spi- 


Cit, | 
CE. 2-1-7, 


2. Dr. Henry Moore in his Metaph. 
| would ask me, how I know that a Helmet 
may not be made of Paper; and he and 
I would agree that Paper is not materia 
diſpoſita,and yet we would not call it Galce 
formam. 

$2. Yourdenial of Subſtantiality to be 
ex traduce , | anſwered before; telling 
you that I think it is both ex emanatione 
creativa, & ex traduce, but not by ei- 
cher alone ; nor allSouls thatever will be, 
created in Indiſcerpible Individuality at 
once, and tranſmuted from Body to Body. 
I 3. When I ſay,theVegarive/mmater i- 
al notifieth not the form, you ſay that /m- 
E, material implieth Pofitiveneſs. Anſ. There- 
| fore giveus the poſitive notion,oryougive 
us no definition, nor any notifying word. 
$ 4. When you ſay, [oz believe it is 
not eaſie to give an Example that materia 
rs put in lieu of ſubſtantia in that adequa! e 
ſenſe.] Whar abundance of Authors could 
I name you, yea, have I oft named, be- 

| ſides Dr. Crazenthorp ? 
5. When you ſay, [41 created Sub- 
ance is both Altive and Paſſrve in ſome 
ſenſe or other.) It's bur to lay, all wards 
are ambiguous. So all created Subſtazce 
is matter 4n ſome ſenſe or oth:r. But one 
would have thought by your oft repeat- 
ed 


, : eo: WERE. bs 3 - £43539 A; oat to Px N wi > es . PO a 
\ 1 TB; WeSC OE. Mc Yr FR IT Ins Rs Eg EA TI EINE IS ME I EPI, _ Too Ks "VIP 
C +" Mo - : or : : a i = 
TR = . Vas. 3 : _ ry by Ge eo 
. % % GF 5 <a FX . * TT, os io 
: _ % _ = 4 
[ſ | 
J 
0 


ed denial of the ſelſ-moving Power of 
Matter , that you had thought only Spi- 
rits have a (ur 2oving power. And if 
ſo, will you yet ſay, that [rhis is a di- 
ſtintion which diſtingwiſheth nothing?) 1 
think thus, Natura ativa as meet a name 
as Spirits, And that yet it hath ſome 
Paſſrvity, Damaſcene, yea, and Auguſtine, 
de Spir. & Anim. c. 8. ſay that is becauſe . 
rhe Soul [reſpeitu incorpores Des corporea 

eſt.) though in reſpeCt ro our Bodies it is 

Incorporeal: Other Fathers ſay much 
more, but I juſtify not their words, 

C6. Ad I5. Sett. I pretend not to have 
ſuch an [4a of Spiritual Subſtance, as to 
denominate \its conſiſtence more fitly 
than byParity,a word which you alſo ule, 
yet not denying your ſeveral Attributes, 
 Y7. As to your Dottrine of Atomes , 
I thiak no wiſe man dare ſay that God 
made matter firſt in divided Atomes, and 
afrer ſet them together. But that God is 
able to divide atl matter into Atomes or 
indiviſible parts I doubt not. The YVirtzs 
Formal:s of Spiri:s(and {o ſome gaalities) 
confiſt not of Aromes: But how farGod can 
civide the ampleSubſtance of them, only 
rellyou.that I know not; and to pretend to 
know it would be none of my Wiſcom. 
' Your Attributes of amplitude, quantity, 
dimen. 


— Rn OY 

dimenſions;iumply thatGod made ſomeSpi: 

rits. bigger in amplitude than others, as 
well as Yzreates fortiorzs., You think I ſup- 

\ poſe that which you call the Spirzz of rhe 
World, or Natwre, bigger in amplitude 
than the Spirit of a Wren. 
. $8. Ad Sett, 16, You that ſay, Spirits 
bave Extenſion and Sp:ſſunde, ſay that 

. ſpiſſitage ſpanifieth more ſubſtance in leſs com- 
paſs.And theſePhraſes ſound Iiker to Cor- 

_ poreity than any that I have uſed: More 
ſubſtance and leſs ſubſtance, (piſſirude by 
Contraction ſignihe much change, and ſig- 
nifie that which che Intellect may diſtin- 
guiſh into partes extra partes, though Un- 
divided which would increaſe a mans 
doubt, whether God be notable to make 
a bigger Spirir leſs, and a leſs bigger, and 
to ſeparate the parts that are ſo diſtin- 
guiſhable in amplicude, and to make one 
into two, or tWo into Ore. 

C9. Whether e/£:her or Fire be ma- 
rerial, methinks you ſhould be 2s uncer- 
rain at leaſt as I. For you ſay Zrght is but 

_ wotas, of ſlomwhat exciting the Spirit of 
_ ehe World. If it be the Spirit of the world 
\ thar is the neareſt cauſe of I||luminatian by 
way of Natural activity, than that which 
you call the Spirit of the World, | call 
Ferre; and ſo we ditter but de nomine. But 

I have 


I bave ofr ed my Ignorance whether 
Fire, and the Yegetativ? Nature'be all 
one, (which! | encline ro think) or 'whe= 
ther Fire be a middle atftive Nature be- 
rween the Spiritual and the meer paſſive, 
by which Spirirs work on Bodies. I think 
f ſhall quickly know all this better thay 
you do. 


Al SECT. XVII, XpIl, XIX. 
\ F your Doctrine of 'Atomes l 


I. 
ks before : I have no mind 
to examine the weight of your Reaſons 
publickly. 

$ 2. I thought you that ſo extol rhe 
Atomiſts Doctrine, would have deigned 
to read at leaſt ſome of the Leaders of 
the various Sets: And my undervaJuing 
them is no excuſe to You: for as you 
knew not my judgment, ſo Ifuppoſe you 
do not much efteem ir. Thar which [ 
blame them for, is, that Lud. /e Grand 
over- magnitieth Fire, Telefins and Cam- 
panella over- magnifie Heat, Patricins 0- 
ver-maghifieth Zight, as Carteſius doth 
Motion : Butif rhe one Principle of Mo- 
tion, Light, and Hear, had been berrer 
handled as one, (as it 1s) Ir had been 

ſounder, $ 3. I 
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$ 3. I need not your hydroſtatical ex- 


periment of the r:/ing Runale to convince 
me of the Motion of the matter of the 
World by a ſpiritual power: I doubt as 
lictle of Spirics as of Bodies: But I un- 
derſtand not what greater wonder there 
is in the riſing of your Rundle, than in the 
riſing of a piece of Timber from the bot- 
tom of the Sea; or that the heavieſt bo. 
dy ſhould fink loweſt if it have way. 
Whether Water conſiſt of oblong flexible 
Bodies, I am not much regardful ro know : 


Each of thoſe oblong ones are diviſible in- 


to AtOmMes. 

$4. But as to what hence you infer of 
Fire, I make no doubt but the Flames and 
the red hot ' Tron are compouud things ; 
and that the oily or ceirevus matter 
720ved and heated, is the Subſtance which 
we ſee. But I believe not that bare »2orr- 
0K as motion, Were It never fo ſwift, wo'd 
cauſe this : But that theſe cffeccs are 
cauſed in the capable matter by the ſpeci- 
al action of a permeant Subſtance in itſe]f 
inviſible as Subſtance, whoſe form ts the 
. Active Virtue of moving, illuminati 1g, and 
heating, and ſo is ſenſible only in this triple 
Effect. And if you call this a Spirit Ileave 
you to your Liberty, 


Aa 
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SECT. 
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$1. "T*HE ſeven Propofitions which 
| you find in my words I own, 
ſave that the fourth ſhould be thus for- 
med [| That the Subſtantie diſpoſitio in fire 
diſtin from the form, bearech ſome ſuch 
Analogy to a Spirit ( if it be not one, viz. 
Vegetative ) that may ſomewhat ſerve 
us ro conceive of it tuereby, and they 
that from this Analogy, call it gnis vor 
formaliter ſed eminenter, are exculable ; 
though ir can be. no ſtrict proper name 
that cometh not a forma. 

8, 2. 4d (ect. 21, But you ask [| Woe- 
ther by Aftive power I mean a power al- 
waies exerting utſelſinto aft,ſo that this fire 
:salwaies moving,enlig htuing,and hot forma- 
liter, elſe why ſhawld ic be called Ignis? } 

Anſ. Anſwer your ſelf, when you ſpeak 
of a power of Senſation, and Inrellection 
and. Volirion in a Saul, do you mean a 
power alwaies excrting itſelf into ſenſa- 
tion, IntelleCtion and Volition, elſe why i3 
it called a Soul. ] Avſ. 2. I mean a power 
which hath alwaies an inclination to Act; 
& hath irs own ſecret immanent aR,&al- 
waies aQts ad extra, when it hath. fit re- 
” t | CLIenT. 
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cipient objects. As to your oft mentioned 
Coniutation of Judge Hale, having not 
read it, I am no Judge of your perfor- 
£04 

T 00 Queſtion what 13 this new igneons 
ſaubjtance never heard of before ] while in 
all Ages it hath been ſo famous a contro. 
verſy; when not only theStoicks but moſt 
oldPhiloſophers gave ro it ſo much more 
than meer ; when Led. Le Grand, would 
m3ke vs believe tharit was almoſt the on- 
ly God of all the Heathen World, under 
varicus names, and while ſo many new 


Sets have written ſo many volumes of 


ir, who would have believed that even Dr. 
Henry Mere had uicver heard of it btfare | ? 
To your queſtion, :T7s r material or-im- 
materia] fill anſwer,marerial is a word 
of larzer or narrower ſenſe, ambiguous : 
I know rhat it h2th the aforeſaid AﬀRivons * 
And by them I know that ir hath the 
| Powcy lo to att; and by both I know ir is 


a ſubſtance capable of ſuch power & Acts: 


And [ rnow thar the fſabſtance is inviſible 
in ſe,bur ſeen in its EffeAts. And my brain 
Is ro0 dark to be confident of more: Ler 
him that knoweth more boait of ir. 

$ 3. You ſuv [4 material Fire __ 
frors the flame of 4 Candle, or Fire-{fich, © 


red hot Tron, rh:re 185 10 hots ori Gr, 
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C71 ] 
than material Water diſtin from Wells, R;j- 
Vers, Seas \&c) 

Anſ. Do you . not take Carteſins mate- 
ria ſubtilis, f not globuli etherei, to be in. 
viſible,& nor alwaies appearing in Candles 
or Fire-ſticks? If a Soul may be a ſenſj- 
tive and intelle&ive Subſtance.and yer not 
be alwaies feeling or underſtanding, w way 
may there nor be Fire where it ſhineth 


not. Ic ſeemeth you take not the illumi- 


nated Air to be Ignite , becauſe ir is not 
a Candle or Fire-ſtick: I doubt nor bur 
Fire is a Subſtance permeant and exiſtent 
in all mixt Bodies on Earth ; Gr in ipſa tel- 
lyre ; in Minerals ; in your Blood ir is the 
prime part of char called the Spirits,which 
are nothing but the Igneous Principle in a. / 
pure aerial Vehicle, and is the Organ of. 
the Senſitive Faculties of the Soul : And if 
the Soul carry away any Vehicle with it; 
1's like ro be ſome of this: I doubt you 
take the ſame thing to be the Spirit of 
the world. while you ſeem to vilifie ir. 
d 4. It s ſtrange when I rell you that 
[ conceive of a Spirit but as Tphis eminen- 
rand not fornjaliter, that you ſhoald fit! 
is wh:ther [ rake it not for lgis formali- 
er? I have ofret ſaid, rhat IT think Sub- 
ances differ fo gradually, chat the lower 


Path - il] ſome Analogy. to the tigher-: 
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And I till ay that Natwra Mentalis, & 
ſenſit iva are not Ignis formaliter; But whe- 
ther the NataraV, egetativa be any other 
than zpſe 5gnis I know not ; but think it is 
no other. Do you that better know its 
confiſtence call ir Spirit. or not as you 

pleaſe, 


Ad Set. 22. 23,24, 25, 26,27, 


p, 


C 1. OU puzzle me more and more: 
Before you ſaid, Fire :s nothing 
but motion of ſulphureous particles, and 
only in Candles, Fire-ſticks, hot Irons, &:l 
And yet now | The vehicles of Angels ar 
Igneous or athereal. ] Is an Angel only i 
a Candle or hotlron, &c, Is motion, ye; 
' motion of ſylpbureous particles their ve 
hicle? If they are Animals, and have 
bodies, as you think, they are ſuch as de 
' ſerve a nobler Character. 
Q 2. I tell you ſtill, the Greek Father: 
T chink,as well as I, calPd mental] and ſen 
fitive Spirits, /gnis, but Analogically,whicl 
you call S;-bolically : It rbat ſatisfy you 
_ what have you all this while diſputed a 
gainſt? And if Fire be the vehicle of A 
gels it isa ſabſtauce, And when you ſe 
che Motion, Light, and feel the heat, d 
| ; | : WM 
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you think, what ever is the Recipient 
moved Matter, that the inviſible Mover 
is not preſent and contignwous? It is that 
immediate mover which I call Fire, and 
am fully ſatisfied doth it not by Motion 
only, but the exerting of its triple Virtue. 
$ 3. You confeſs, Sect. 24. the com- 
mon ule of the name of Fire applied to . 
—j| Souls by the old Philofophers: and ſtill 
, | you ſay it was but Symbolically: and did 
_| they find no Reaſon to make Fire a Sym- 
bol rather than Earth or Water. When I 
ſtill tell you thar it is only analogically 
that Souls may be called Fire, did you 
fairly to pretend the contrary ? 
4. Yea Sef?, 25. You are at it again, 
ſaying that [ 7 ſeem ro conceive the Fathers 
to ſpeak not ſymbolically , but properly. } 
Anſ. where and when did I fay a- 
ny ſuch thing ? will you tell the world 
that a Man holds that which he never 
ſaid,and hath ofc written againft,and write 
a Book againſt him on ſuch a ſuppoſition, 
and at Jaft have nothing ro ſay but P«ta- 
rem? I uſe notthe words Symbolical and 
Proper ; they are not preciſe enough fer 
this ſubje : I aid more when I faid that 
Souls and Angels are called fire, only em:- 
nenter & analogice,but not formaliter ; and 
ferma dat nomen. 


F 3 Buc. 
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But you are offended that I ſay thoſe 
Greek. Fathers ſpake tolerably and inform- 
inaly, and YOU ſay, [: was miſchievou{ſty, | 
inducing #1271 to belizve the Soul mart a?. For 
Lioht may be blown out, and hot [ron cool- 
ed. Avf. Alas! Wha: dry Philoſophy is 
this of Fire-? Is any thing annihifated 
when the Candle goerth our? Was there 
not an inviſible aCtive pcinciple moving 
your fuppoſedfulſphureous particles, which 
was as immediate an Agent as your Soul 
is of Senſation or Intelleftion: which re- 
maineth the ſame? Bur indeed it is 4ir 
and not Sulphur which is the firſt and 
neareſt Recipient of the illuminating Act, 
and is Conjax [gnss , | fuppoſe you'l ſay, 
The Spirit of tke World doth this. Auf, Call 
It by what name you will, /t x a pare act- 
ve Subſtance, whoſe form is the Virtus mo- 
tiva, illuminativa Gr calefaftiva; I think 
the ſame which when ic operateth on due 
ſeminal matter is Yegerative, But the 
World hath Spiritual Natures more noble 
than this; v:z. fenſitive and intelleftive. 
5. Ad Sc. 26. You lay againſt the 
Fathers, [When we enquire into the diſt inft 
Mature of things we muſt bid aaicu to Mer 
taphors. ] Anſ. When | am ignorant of my 
own Ignorance, I will hear you, I am far 
from dreaming that I have one formal 
= [' - _ Conception 
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Ganceptton of God, but only Analogieal : 
Only thar of Exs 'is diſputed between 
the Thomiſts and Scotiſts , whether it 
be Univacal de Deo & Creaturis, And 
bere nalogical is but Aetaphorical: And 
yet it is not nothing to ſee as in aGlaſs Gz 
enigmatically, And when I can perceive 
that your two hard words do not only fig- 
nite more than negatively and modally, 
or qualitatively, but alſo give us an Idea 
of a Spirit which hath zcrhing etaphori- 
cal, but all formal, I hal! TORN them 
more than I do. 

F$ 6. You ſay we muſt ſearch out the ad- 
equate defuaition.] Anſ, That [adequare}] 
isa word too big for me : I dare ſay that 
you have not an adequate: knowledg of a- 
ny thing in the World ; not of one Fly cr 
Flea or Pile of Graſs: And can you make 
adequate Definitions of Angels and all Spt 
rits.? Even who before twice told us that 
we know not the intimate eflence of 
things, but the Attributes ? Indeed I per- 
ceive your Attributes are ſuch as will nor 
notifie Eſſences. I ask my own Experience 
whether [ndiſcerpible is a word that giv- 
ech any /dea of the Eſſence, fave negative 
{ thar it cannot be torn into pieces ) and 
modal? and I find no other LNat | If Ma- 


Keth ori my Mind, 
F 4 The 


The common note of Matter is, that ic 
.hath partes extra partes: and I think you 
thus make Spirits material. You make 
rhem parts of the compound Animal: and 
you deny them to be rors in toto; and you. 
eive them locality,& amplirude, & quan- + 
tity. And if ſo, though they be indiſcer- 
pible, they bave continued parts intelli- 
gible ; and that part of the Soul is not in 
one hand which 1s in the other: and as 
oy, Animalis they are aCtually ſepara- 

le from the matter, The Spiritus Mauna: 
yau ſuppoſe to be a great continued am- 
plitude or extended Subſtance, And A- 
romes are in ſome Elements a cloſely con- 
rinued Subſtance. You ſeem to make all 
Subſtance to be 4romes, ſpiritual atomes 
and material atomes. And I am not ſure - 
that God cannot make material atomes 
ſo continued a matter as that no Creature 
can diſcerp them : is it any contradiction ? 
and I doubt not but Souls and Angels are 
ſo indivifible, as that their Nature tend. 
ech to continued, undivided Unity, and no 
Creature can divide them. Bur that God 
cannot do it I cannot ſay. 

Even of the. Souls Mortality not only 
Arnobias, but many other Chriſtian Wri- 
rers maintain, that it is mortal naturd , 
but immortal ex done; which is unfitly 

ſpoken 
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ſpoken but well meant : that is, God 
hath made their Natures ſuch as have no 
rendency in themſelves to a Diſſolution or 
Deſtruction, but not ſuch as he cannot 
diſſolve or deftroy ; : Yeal doubt not but. 
withour a continued Divine Suftentation, 
all rhe World would in a moment be an- 
nibilated ; Preſervation being a continued 
ſort of Creation. Your pwning nothing in 
Fire bur what's viſible, I have ſpoke to, 
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Ad SECT. XXV IL : 


ti 


Q W_—_ Spiries are each Ens unum 
per ſe, foas to have nodivided 

arts, or ſuch as tend to diffolation 
doubt not : that they are each 
one by the continued #nitring Influx 
of that God who continueth their Being, 
and fo far per alind, is paſt doubt. Yon 
here make Metaphyſical Monades abſurd 
and ridiculous. But is not that a Monad 
and Atome which is one and indivifible? 
though it be not minimum: and if your 
Penetrability imply not that all the fingu- 
far Spirics can contract themſelves-into a 
punttum ; yea, that all the Spirir of the 
World may be ſo contracted, Ifind i It not 
yet ſufficiently explained : For you cever 


ecll. 


tell us into how little parts only It may 
be contracted : And if you put any limits 
I will ſuppoſe that one Spirit hath cor,- 
rracted itſelf into the leaſt compals poſſi. | 
ble; and then I ask, cannot another and 
another Spirit be inthe ſame compals by 
their Penetration; It not, Spirits may 
have a contracted Spi icude which is not 
penetrable, and Spirirs cannot penetrate 
contracted Spirits, bur anly dilated ones, 
If yea, then qxerc whether all created Spl- 
rits may not be fo contracted. 

And I ſhould hope that your Definition 
of Spirit excludeth not God; and yet that 
you do not think that his Eſſence may be. 
coniracted and dilated. O that we knew 
how little we know ! 

And as to your rejection of Metaphors 
I ſay, the very name Spir:e4 which you 
uſe is a Metaphor : rhe firſt ſenſe being 
our Breath @ ſpirando, or the Air or Wind: 
AMartinius nameth no fewer than Fifteen 
ſenſes of it, and Wiſdom itſelf ſaid, 1 Cor, 
15: There is 4 natural Body , and there 15 
& ſpiritual Boay. 

F 2. You add, | If you will ſay, that if. 
be ſhould create ſuch a Spirit with mcta- 
phyſical Amplitqae, which though fo large 
bimfelf cannot divide, and ſever into parts, 
he woula thereby puzzle his own Ornipoten- 
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cy, at this rate be: ſhal 5 wad to create - 
nothing, no nat ſa much as matter, nor him-. 
ae 5 to be. 

Anſ. 1 had rather tremble at this than 
| boldlyanſwerit. Whatever isacontradiction 
cannot be ; and ir is not for want of power 
that God cannat do it: It is no wark of 
power: Had you proved it a Contradi- 
tion for God, to make two Spirits of 
one, or one of two, you had done that 
partin an eaſier way, which I ſhould nor 
gainſay. Burt this Speech of yours is as if 
you ſaid, Te denzerh God to be the Creator, 
or to be Gad, who ſaith that God is able to 
divide an Ample ſpiritaal Subſtance ; that 
zs, who ſaith, that this is no comradiction, 
and that God is Almighty: when our Creed 
faith, that God 15 the Father Almighty mAa- 
ker of H:aven and Earth, Cannot he alter 
or annihilate his own works: Before he 
made the World, he could have made the 
ample Subſtance of the Spirit of the 
World into many Spirits : And is be leſs 
able ſo to change it? If Spirits he unified 
as che Bodies which they animate, cannot 
God make many Bodies into ane? Cannot 
be make many Stars into one? And then 
would that one have many unifying Spi- 
rics, or but one? Ir's a thing ſo high as 


required ſome ſhew of proof, to intimate 
_ thar 


that God cannot be God, if he be Al- 
mighty, and cannot conquer his own Om- 
nipotency, 
$ 3. Your words like an intended Rea-_ 
ſon are [| For that cannot be God, from whom 
all other things are not produced & created.} 
Aunſ. 1. Relatively (as a God ro) it's 
true; though gzoad exiſtentiam Eſſentie 
he was God before the Creation. 2. But 
did you take this for any ſhew of a proof? 
The ſenſe implied is this, [AP things are 
not produced and created by God, if a ſpirs- 
tual ample Subſtance be diviſible by bis Oms- 
nipotency that made it : Yea, then he is not 
God, Negatur Conſequentia. 
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Al SECT. XXIX XXX. XXX1. 


) I. OU ſay your definition is more in- 

forming than defining a Spirit by 
Fire, Viz. [| 4 Spirit is an immaterial ſub- 
ſtance indeed with Life, and the faculty of 
Motion ] and wirtwually containing in it 
Penetrability, and [ndiſcerpibility ] Anſ.1, 
Your definition is common,good and true, 
allowing for its little imperfeTions, and 
the common imperfection of mans know- 
ledge of Spirits. The ſame things need 
not be ſo very oft repeated in anſwer to 
you: 


Þ£ $11. | 
you : butbriefly Lfay ; if by [ama 
you mean not [vithout ſubſtance] it ſig- 
nifieth rruthbut a negation ſpeaketh not 
a formal eſſence.- 2. Spirit is itſelf but a 
Metaphor. 3- . Intrinſec al , indued with Life, 
rells us nor that it.18 the form : Qualities 
and proper accidents are intrinſecal.q.The 
[ faculty of motion} is either a tautology 
included i» life, or elſe if explicatory of 
life, it is defeQive ; or. if it diſtribute 
Spirits into two ſorts, vital and motive, it 
ſhould not be in the common definition. 
» No Man can underſtand that the nega- 
tive [ [/mmaterial ] by the terms, inclu- 
_ deth Penetrability and Indiſcerpibility. 
6 You donot ſay here that they are the 
form, but elſewkere you da: and "the 
form ſhould be expreſt, and not only vir- 
tually contained as you ſpeak. 7. They are 
not the form, but the Diſpeſitio vel con- 
ditio ad formam. 8. If ſuch modalities or 
conſiſtence were the form, more ſuch ſhould 
be added which are left our. 9. Penerra- 
bility and Indiſcerpibility are two notions, 
and you ſhould not give us a compound 
form. 10. Yea you compound them with 
a quite different notion, { Life and rhe fa- 
calty of motion] W hich is truly the form, 
and is one thing, and not compounded of 
notions ſo different, as Conſiſtence and Vir- 
rue 


IL 


| T $: 1. 
tne or Power. } 11. You ſay Life intrin- 
ſecally iſſpes from this immaterial ſubſtance : : 
Bat the form 1s concreated- with ir, and 


Iſſues nor from ir. 
You mean well: Ir is informing truth 


which you intend, and offer-to the world. 


And we are all greatly beholden ro you 
for ſo induſtrious calling fooliſh ſenſualiſts 
to the ſtudy and notion of inviſible be- 
ings, without which what a Carkaſs or no- 
ching were the world. But all our concep- 
tions here muſt have their allowances, 
and we muſt confeſs their weakneſs. 

And you mighr have informed us of all 
that you know, without fathering opint- 
ons on others, which they never owned, 
and then nicknaming them from your 
own fiction: As if we ſaid thar Souls are 
fire, and allo rook fire as you do for Can: 
Ules, and hot Irons, &c: only. 

$ 2. Now I that pretend not to a per- 
felt definition repear that which 1s the 
neareſt to ic that [ underſtand. 

And firſt I am for agreeing on the ſenſe 
of words before we uſe thei in definiti- 
26h 

. I take not the word [ Spirit] to be 
of 1#:vecal fignincation here, but lo eana- 
logical as to be equivocal. God and Crea: 


rures are not UnIVOGeHy called [ Spiriee. J 
| | 2 FF 
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2, I know not ( and I think no other ) 
| that all Created Spzr:t5 in the univerſe are 
ſo far of one ſubſtanrial conſiſtence as that 
the word [ Spirit ] univocally fits chem 
all, as a Genus atnong the 15 ſenſes of the 
word beforeſaid mentioned by Martinis ; 
when we confine it to one, tneh are apt 
to bogple at the ambiguity: yet wheti WE 
have defined it, the name isto be uſed. 

. Materia is as ambiguous as Spzri- 
us; and {s oft uſed for Res or Subſtantia, 
which is fundamental ro modes and quali-- 
ties and active forms: and off for ſub- 
ſtance of fuch a conſiftence as is ſenhble 
(ro rhe higheſt ſenſes) and as a mind inthe 
fleſh can have an Idea of in its conſiſtence; 
and if you will, ſuch as you call Impene- 
rrable and Diſcerpiblet. 

4. The word [| ſab{tance ] itſelf, if uſed 
only ro Hgnifie, either 2xod3ity and not 
Dniddity; (as Ens fot Dd efjt, and not 
Dnid ejf, and ſubſiſtit for aliqgaid ſubſiſtit,; 
nor telling what ) or relatively only for 
Luod (ublt xt acciaentivns ; Or negatively for 
Duod non eft accidens ; ſed aliquid ſubſiſtens 
in {e, and include 'not the notion of Res 
fandementalis, \s not fit here to be uſed as 
a Genus 3 - but in this ſenſe it is. 

Fornia being oft taken for [ubftan- 


ta fieara, and ofc for the contrexture of 
cor- 


corporealparts making it receptive of Mo- 
tion, and oftfor the union of the moving 
and the moved parts, and oft for the mo- 
ving principle in a compound, and ofc for 
the Motive or Active Virtue in a ſimple 
ſubſtance, but ever ſtrictly for the ſpeci- 
fick conſtitutive cauſe, per quam res eſt id 
quod eſt ; 1 take it to be but improperly 
 andequivocally applied to the meerRecep- 
tive conſiſtence preſuppoſed to the form. 

Theſe things ſuppoſed. I preſume nor 
to give a definition of God, but ſuch a 
deſcription as we can reach. 

Suppoſing the word [| Natare ] to fig- 
nify in general [ Q1oddity and Quniddity ] 
I firſt diſtinguiſh [ NVarare ] into Attrve 
and Paſſive : By Attive I mean that Na- 
cure which hath a formal Power, Virtue, 
and Inclination to ACtivity. By Paſſeve | 
mean that Nature which having no ſuch 


Active form, is formed to receive the 


Influx of the Active. 

I refuſe not to cal] the firſt Spirze : but 
becauſe they ſo greatly differ, I chooſe ra- 
therthe common name of Aiv: Na- 
rare;being not metaphorical. 

2. I ſuppoſe there is no ſuch thing as 
Spir:t ( or Ative Nature ) which is not 
lome ſpecies of Spirit : Therefore I give 
no definition of [| Spirit ] or Attive Na- 
fare 
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Nature in :; for where there- is Nd 
ſorvs and no ſpecies there is no proper de- 
finition, And all Spirit being actually fer. 
ral, Senſitive orVegetative,and every thing 
having but one univocal for», Iname ao 
form bur of each ſpecies, hut as in come. 
pounds, ſo in ſiniples we menrally diſtin- 
ouith the materia i( vel ſubſtantia ) Dif 

pof two & forma. | 

Therefore defining only the fpecies, I 
define, Nataram Mentalem tobe [| ſabſtan- 
ta Puriſſima Virtnoſiſſuma, Vartate ſcilicer 
Fermali Vitaliter- 4Eiva, Intellettiva, Vo- 
[itiva (una-trina : ) Idefine Nataram Ani- 
malem ſeu ſerſtivam, $0 be [ [ubtautiaPu- 
rior Virtuchhor » ſeil: cet, virtute itali-Atti- 
va ſenſfetiva, Percepti va-ſenſ iva, Appeti- 
t:vasſenſitiua. 

[ have told yon ofc enough why I fay 
Pariſſima , including as much of your 
[ Immaterial , Penetfable, Indifcer- 
pible ] and more, as Is really the /ub- 
ſfantie diſpoſitio; and 1f you willcall it as 
ſome do forma 4diſpoſitiva, I quarrel not : 
But I uſe  Puiifſima } 1. to avoid; many 
words, and 2. To avoid pretending to - 
more diſtinCt conceptions of ſpiritual con- 
ltencies than I find any idea of 1n my: 
mind, - 

[ ufe Dug the Comparative degree, of 

Pu- 
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| Parior and Virtuofior } to ſenſitives, not 

being ſurethar there is not a gradval d:f- 
-ference In both conſsſtency and virtue in theſe 
ſpecies of Spirits, 

[ define the YVegertative Natere, ſuppo- 
ſing it to be gpſe /gnis, to be | ſubſtantia 
Pura, V irtutſa, ſcilicet Virtute formal: Att: 
va, IlIuminativa, Calefattiva ; by which 
prime operations it cauſeth Vegetation, & 
thereby inplants, Diſcretionem, Attradtio- 
nem, Digeſtionew, Orc. by an Analagous 
perception, appetite and motion, Bur theſe 
actions belong to compounds; And I till 
profeſs my ſelf in this alſo uncertain, whe- 
ther Natura Vegetativa and 1pnea be all 
one : or whether I1gnis be Natura organ:- 
ca by which the three ſuperior operate 
on the Paſſive, Bur I incline moſt to think 
that they are all one; when I ſee what a 
Glorious Fire the Sun is, and what ope- 
ration it hath on Earth, and how unlikely 
It is that ſo glorious a ſubſtance, ſhould 
not have as noble a formal] Nature as a 
plant. And I take all the ſuperior Virtues 
© be the inferior, emnenter, and the in- 
ferior to have analogy to the ſuperiour. 

Your frequent repetitions draw me t0 
this repetition. If we agree in the deti- 
nitions,I will not contend about any name. 


And I confeſs if you could prove mm 
| ' Indi-N 
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Indiviſibility is proper to any ſpecies,theti 
it would be a contradiftion for ic to be 
that ſpeczes, and yetto be diviſible, and ſo. 
It would be no act of Omniporency todo 
it. But as in Materials, ſo as far as I can 
* | conceive inSpirituals, to make two into 
- | one is no change of the Nature of the 
1} things, nor to make one into two. This 
© | belongs to Individuation, and not to ſpe- 
- | cification. | 

Who can doubt but God being all in 
all things, he is as intimate” to us as our 
Souls to our bodies, and more : And tho 
"| the Schools commonly ſay,that God hath 
|] no4ccidents, pardon my difſent who doubr 
"| not he hath the accidents of Relations, 
| and dare not fay that all the world 1s nor 
| Des Accidens, while in him welive, and 
i | move, and have our being : for I will nor, 
"| and I do not think char it is Pars Dei, as 
| if he were but Anima mundi, and yet [ 
1 will 'not ſay that the world hath noentity 
a 


or ſubſtance; nor yet that the entiry of 
God and the world, is more than the en- 
tity ( or ſubſtance ) of God alone ; for 
to be 1:nor or Pars is below God. But 

"| Accidents though no parts. are ſubſtantie * 
"| acciaentia. And though I think the Fryar 
( Benediftas de Benediftis ) in Regula Per- 
 fetionrs ſpeaketh fanatically when he ta- 
O- —_ uU7- keth 
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keth ir to be-perfeCtion to ſuppoſe we 
ſee and know no being but God; yet we 
muſt know nothing quite ſeparate from 
God, and that hath not ſome dependent 
union with him. And yer while all things 
are in God, and ſo inſeparable from him 
that nothing bur annihilation can rorally 
ſeparate them, yet they are multitudes in 
themſelves, and wicked Men and Devils 
are ſeparated from the influx of his Grace 
and Glory, And the human nature of 
Chriſt hath ſome nearer union with God 
than other Creatures have.And ſo I doubt 
not but every Creature is ſo united to the 
univerſe, that nothing bur annihilation 
can rotally ſeparate it irom the reſt ; and 
yet this is conſiſtent with individuation. 
I remember when I told him whom you 
ſo ofr mention of Azgajtines words de- 
Auima, in Which he ſeemeth to favour 


ws 


mention to infer that there is a ſepzr ab!l;- 
73 (from God and the univerſe ) which is 
no way poſſible but by annihilation ; and 
in. compounds ſome ſeparation of parts 
will change the ſpecies; and if ir were 
proveable which :4q«:nas holds, thar no 
 1wo 


two Anpels are not of diſtin& Spec/es,then 
every alceration of the individual might 


alcer theSpec:es; but yet it wo'd be aSpirir, 


And I have long thought that ſo much 
{cl fiſhneſs as is our ſin or imperfeCtion,is a 
potent cauſe of makingallmen moreregard- 
ful of Individuation and fearful of loſing 
it byUnion ofSpirits than they ought; and 
that holy Souls will be nearlier one with 
Chriſt and one another than we can here 
deſire or conceive ; and yet Individuation 
ſecundum quid at leaſt, ſhall be continued. 
But yet I ſay, while there is namerus an:- 
”2rum, and it is uncertain whether alſo 
each Ocb hath nor one, and you plead for 


Amplitude, and Minority, (Quantity) and 


the Bodies animated may as vaſtly differ 
as a Flea, or a Wren, or a Pigmy, and the 
Sun, it is quite above my reach to know 
that a change of Individuals, by making 
one many, or many one, is:a contradicti- 
on, and ſo impoſſible. N 

And as to Penetrability I repeat, that 


ſeeing by Penetration I ſuppaſe you mean: 


not pietcing ter partes, but polleſiing the 
ſame 'place with other things, and contra- 
Ction of itſelf, into-leſs amplirude , as I 
know not how a thing that hath no parts 
(and that extra partes) can contract itſelf 
into leſs ſpace, (which isto contract parts 

53 _ that 
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that are no parts) ſoI cannot ſee but ſuch 
ContraCtion and Colocality muſt needs be 
limited, fo as that all the World can«s 
not be deſerted and mortified by all Spi- 
rits Contraction to one narrow ſpace ; nor 
yet that at gnce every Spirit 1s every 
where; and when the Contraction and Co- 
Jocality 1s come to the narroweſt poſſible, 
in that ſtate Spirits muſt needs be further 
1 npenetrable, that is, no more can be in 
chat ſpace. 

So that while I am paſt doubt,that God 
hath made Spirits of no kind of parts but 
what do naturally abhor ſeparation, and 
ſo are inſeparable, unleſs God will ſepa- 
ro them, and fo there is no fear of aſter- 

ing the Individuation much leſs the ſpe- 
cies of Souls ; I there ſtopand will put no 
more into my definitions ofSouls orSpirits 
than I know, at leaſt as ſtrongly probable, 
much leſs by laying the formal Eſſence on 
a Compoſition of hard & doubtful words, 
rempt all to believe tkat the very Being 
of Spirits is as doubtful as thoſe words are, 


 —__—— — __ WV th De PE 


| 1908 SECT. AX. 


WP rw - woo oo eo 


— 


own 


Y 1s Ou ſaid, [That «Chris :s Ens, ide-- 
| que verum, and that Ties 19- 
| plich 


ah 4 
plieth a right matter aud form duly conjoin- 
ed.] To which I ſaid, [Do you not here 
make Spirits material? | You anſwered, 
[1 do not make Spirits material in any ſenſe 
| derogatory to their Nature and Perſettions.] 

Reply. Nor do thoſe that I excuſed: 
ſo then after all theſe Sections, you make 
Spirits conſiſt of Matter and form,ina ſenſe 
agreeable to rieir nature and perfection : 
And ſo de n9m:ne, you come nearer thoſe 
that you accuſe than I do. 

) 2. But you ſay, [That Matter and 
Form I there ſpeak of , is a Matter and 
Form that velongs to Ens quatenus Engs---- 
in a moſt general notion preſcinded from all 
kinds of Being whatever, and therefore be- 
longsto Beings Immaterial,) 

Aznſ. If you may ſay Duiavs de quovrs, 
lay nor too great ſtreſs on words. Ens qua- 
tenus Ens hath no Form, nor proper Mat- 
ter. Ens 1s that terminus ingomplexus, to 
whoſe Conception all other are reſolved. 
Therefore every other concepribn incom- 
plex or complex, muſt add ſomwhar co ir. 
It can be no Gen, or Species : Ifit have 
any kind of Matter and Form it is more 
than Ens quatenus Ens: And ſure that 
which is [ preſcinaed from all particular 
kinas of Being, 1s preſcinaed ſrom Material 
and Immaterial, unleſs the word | parti- 

G 4 car | 
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cular] be a Cothurnus. To lay that Ens hath 
Matter and Form,is to ſay more than Es, 

a moſt general yotion, as you call it. 

But itEns as the moſt general notion, have 
Hatter and Form, then ſo bath Spirits, 


and every ſubordinate; for the general | is 


In them al). 
QC 3. But you ſay, [/r's only materia & 
forma logica.] To which I anſwered be- 
fore, That's but to ſay, 7t :s-norio ſecun- 
da, which if it be not fitted ad primam, 
or ut fignum ad rem fignificaudam , It 1s 
faiſe. And we ſuppole you to mean to ſpeak 
rruly and aptly. If you ſhould mean ne1- 
ther materia ex qua, nor in qua, but circa 
74am, lo Ferm may be Matter. 
$ 4 You ſay , [| Nor 1s 1he Form aa- 
Joined 1h a Phyſica! Senſe to the-Matrer, un- 
leſs where the Form and Matter are Sub 
jtances really diſt inft, 
 Anſ. 1. I believe not this to be true : 
{f ic be,then only Compounds have Form 
and Matter; bur I think Simples have 
Matter and Form, that are not two Sub- 
ſtances but one. As I have oft ſaid, Dr. Gl:i/- 
/on after others moſt ſubtilly Iaboureth to 
prove it of every ſimple Subſtance, that 
irs Matter and Form are not compound- 
ing parts , but Conceprms inadequati: If 
ehe Inrellect compound and divide its 
own 
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own Conceptions that maketh not a real 


Compoſition of two Subſtances in the ob- 
zects, bur as the Seorsts call jt, of rwo 


Formalitics, or Conceptus «bjeftivi: which 


if you will call a Logical Compoſiticn or 
Incellectual), if you explain ir, the marter 
is ſmall. Bur beſides thar Earth, Water: 
and Air have their Matter and differencing 
Forms, which are not two Subſtances, 
ſo hath Fire in a more noble ſenſe if ic be 
materia!: And by your Application of ttie 
word | Phy{ical] yon ſeem to extend it to 
Spirits: And if ſo, Tam paſt doubr thar 
the Subſtance and Forzz of Spirits are nut 
two diſtinct conjoined Subſtances. 

Too many Logicians have hitherto ta- 


ken the Potentia naturalis, or Faculties of 
the Soul to be accidents in the Predica-. 


ment of Quality: Let them call] them 
Lualities if they pleaſe, bur rhe Scoriſts 
have fully prov'd them to'be noAccidents, 
but the formal Eſſence of the Soul,. (and 
I have anſwered all Zabare/s Arguments 
#9; ſup.) And this Virtus formalis, (vel ſa- 
cultas, vel potentia attiva) 1s not a Sub- 
ſtance joined to a Subſtance, bur the form 
ofa ſimple Subſtance. Bur I perceive by 
your next words that you approve all 
this, and ſpeak only of mental C:mpoſit ion 

as to Spirits, And I fay that .the Mind 


ſhould 
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| ſhould conceive, and the Tongue ſpeak of 
things as they are, and not at once deny 
Mareriality to Spirits, and call them Lo- 
gically material ; or at leaſt bear with 0- 
thers that ſay but the ſame, If Logzcal 
Matter ſpeak not Sabſtantiality at leaſt, 
It is deluſive. 
Your Interminata ampiitudo ſounds fo 
like nfinzta, that I am not willing to ſay 
that no Spirit hath anyTerminosSaubſtantie. 


Ad SECT. XXX, XXXIW. 


The Concluſion. 


S 1. Ou fay thar I wrote not fo curtly, but that 

I have ſufficiently conveyed my mind to 
you.) an. 1 would have done ſo, had I dream'd 
of your Printing ir. Bur thar I did por, appear- 
eth by your grand Miftake, as if afſerred 
rhat marerialiry of Spirits Which 1s proper to 
Bodies. 

S. 2. As in all, our difference lieth in a much 
imaller marter rhan you rhoughr. ſo in your 
grear defign of convincing the blindedSadduces 
of this Age, and 1n the rruly pious Concluſion 
?n your 34. Sect. I nor only agree with you, but 
12 my- own name, and many others, humbly 
tender you unfeigned Thanks, 

S 3. And becauſe I would not ſcem more di- 
fznr from you than I am, I ſhall firft rell you, 

that onrheſe Subjects your rhoughrs and mine 
have been fo long working tg the ſame ends & 
mach tn che ſame way, thar, 16x. your Book 

Ft | againſt 
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_ againſt Arheiſm and my popular diſcourſes of 
rhe-unreaſonableneſs of Infideliry coming ont 
rogerher, we both uſed many of the ſame Hi» 
ſtories of Apparittons, Witches,(9c. for Confir- 
marion ; and in rhar Book of yours, you have 
rheſe following words, which if rhey are nor 
(as I think they are not) miſchievors, it's like 
mine of the ſame importance are not ſo, nor are 
more ſo proved by you rhan your own. 

Anrid. Li. 1.p. 17. [The parts of a Spirit can 
be no more ſeparated though they be dilated, than 
you can cut off the Rays of the Sun by a pair of Scife 
ſars made of pellucide Chryſtal.] 

Appen. p. 304. [Suppoſe a pornt of Light, from 
ehich rayes out a lummous Orb according tothe 
hnown Principles of Optiques: This Orb of LighÞ 
doth very much reſemble the Nature of a Spit, 
which is diffuſed and extended, and yet indivifibles 
For wee'l ſuppoſe 3n this Spirit the Center of Lafe 
to beindiviſible, and yer to diffuſe itſelf by a kind of 
circumſcribed Omnipotency, as the pornt of Light 
is diſcernible mn every point of the lumino's Sphere. 
And yet ſuppofing that central lucid point indivi- 
ible, there is nothing diviſible in all that Sphere of 
Light. For it is ridiculous to think of any Engine 
or Art whatſoever to ſeperate the luminous Rates 
from the ſhining Center, and heep them apart by 
themſelves, as any man will acknowledge that does 
but confider the thing we ſpeak of. Now there is no 
difficulty to imagine ſuch an Orb as ths, ds Sub- 
ſtance as well as a Quality. And mmdeed this Sphere of 
Light zufelf, it not inbering mn any Subjett in the 
place it occupieth, looks far mire like a Subſtance 
than any Accident. And what we fanry unadviſealy 
to befal Light and Colours, that any pount of them 
will thus ray orbicularly, is more rationally to be 
admitted in ſpirituxl Subſtances, whoſe central E[- 

fence ſpreads ont into a fecondary Subſtance, 4 the 
; | | UM; ® 
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luminous Rays are concerved to fboot out from a lu 
cid point. From whence we are enabled to return 
an Anſwer to the preateſt difficulty in the forego- 
ing Objettion, viz. That the conceived parts m 4 
Spirit bave an inſeparable dependance on the cen* 
eral Eſſence, from which they flow, and im which 
they are radically contained ; and therefore though 
there bs: an extenſion of this whole ſubſtantial 
power, yet one part isnot ſeparable or diſcerpible 
frem another, but the entire Subſtance, as well 
ſecondary as primary, or central, 1s indiviſible. 
But let us again caſt our Eyes on this lucid point 
and radiant Orb me have made uſe of : It is ma- 
nifeſt that thoſe Rates that are hindered from 
Pra our fo far as they would, need not loſe their 
wreue or Being, but only be refl:ed back toward 
eherr ſhining Center; and the Obſtacle being re- 
moved they may ſhoqt out to their full length again : 
fo that there is no Generation of a new Ray» —— 
and p. 357. [When I ſpeak of Indiviſibility 
that imagination create net new troubles to her 
ſelf, I mean mot ſuch an Indiviſfivility as 1s fan- 
 Ccaed in a Mathematical point, but as wwe conceive 
#n a Sphere of Light made from one lucid point or 
radiant Center. For that Sphere or Orb of Light, 
though it be in ſome ſenſe extended,\ yet it is truly 
zndziviſible, ſuppoſing the Center ſuch. For there 
3s no means imaginavle to diſcerpe or ſeparate any 
one Ray of this Orb, and keep it apart by itſelf 

dwjuined from the Center. Ee, 

Now a little to znvert the Property of this lumi- 
nous Orb, when we would apply it to a Soul or Sp:- 
rit: As there ctm be no alteration in the radiant 
Cenrer.bur therewith it 15 neceſſarily in every part 
ef the Orb, fo there is alſa that Unity and Indivi- 

ſibility of the exterior parts, if I may ſo call them, 
of a Spirit or Soul, with their inmoſt Center, ' 
_ that if any of them be affeFed, the Center of Life 
is 


"097.3 
25 thereby alſo neceſſarily affetied; and theſe extes 
r40ur parts of the Soul being affefied by the parts 
of the Object with ſuch Circumſtances. as they are 
zn,the inward Center receives all ſo circumſtanti= 
ated, that it hath neceſſarily the entire. and un- 
confuſed Images of thirgs without, though they be 
contrived into ſo ſmall a compaſs, and are in the 
very Center of this ſpiritual ſubſtance. This Sym- 
bolical Repreſentation T uſed before, and T cannot 
excogitate any thing that will better ſet off the 
nature of a Spirit, &c.] 
Here is the ſame and:more than I have ſaid, 
unleſs you think Light herero beno Fire ; bur 
rake Light for a Subſtance, and Fne bur for 
Morion : which if you lay, Tam willing co be- 
lieve you will recal. | 
And thar a Spirir 1s in its Contraction impe- 
nerrable, let your words teſtific, p. 312. 
 Vaomtdeia I define thus: A Power in a Spirit 
of offering ſo near to a corporeal Emanation from 
the Center of Life, that it wall ſp perfectly fill the 
Receprivity of Matter into whichit bas penerr a- 
ted, that it 1s very difficult or ampoſſible for any 
other Spirit to poſſeſs the ſame, and of hereby be- 
coming ſo firmly and cloſely united ro a Body, as 
both to attuate and be aticd upon, to affett and be 


affetted thereby. 


So here is a Spirit when it hath filled a Body, 
char can no more be penetrated by another Spt- 
rit or Body; and ſo in this contracted ftare is 
1mpenerrable. So thar rhis 1s bur bringing dif- 
tuſed parrs cloſer together, and then noother 
can be in the lame place. And 15 this the necel- 
ſary Form of a Spirit ? 

Bur may nor this extenſion and Indivifhilicy. 
alſo be omitted as roo hard, without all the 
miſchief mentioned by you, and a rruer noct- 


tying Form fonnd our ? ; 
Ler 


'" Lerus hear your ſclf, 's $9s [ To prevent all 
ſuch Cavils we ſhall omit t Sow ties of the Ex- 
tenſion or Indiviſibility of a Soul or Spirit, and 
ronclude briefly thus ; That the manifold Contra- 
ditions and Repugnancies we find mn the nature 
of matter, to be able to either think or ſpontane- 
ouſly to move ztſelf, do well aſſure us that theſe ope- 
rations belong not to it, but to ſome other ſub- 
tance : Wherefore we finding thoſe operations in 
us, it is manifeſt that we have in us an smmateri- 
al Being really diſtin} from the Body, which we 
ordinarily call a Soul: The ſpeculation of whoſe 
bare Eſſence, though it may well puzzle us, yet 
thoſe 1 Sk that we find incompetible to a Bo- 
dy, do ſufhciently inform us of the different Na- 
ture thereof : for it is plain ſhe is a Subſtance in- 
dued with the power of Cogttation, that is, of per- 
ceiving and thinking of Objefs, as alſo of Pene« 
trating and ſpontaneouſly moving of a Body ; 
which properties are as immediate to her as zmpe- 
netrability and ſeparability of parts to the matter, 
and we arc not to demand the cauſe of the one any 
more than of the other.) 

So here we have the rrue Form as ſufficient 

| norice. 

And if voluntary Motion be proper to a Spi- 
rit, I rhiak meer Fire (Solar or AErhereal) 1s 
no Spirir 3 Bur if all /e/-moving Power be pro- 
per ro a Spirit, Fire 15a Spirit. And from the 

» Form will I denominare, while you ofc rel! 

 _ us, thar the Eſſence of Subſtance 1s unknown. 

(By Efſence meaning ſomwhar elſe than rhar 
which I can fully prove to be the Form. 

To conclude, there are theſe different Op1- 
nions beforc us. 


[. Thar the whole Entity or Conceprus reals 
of a Spirit is Vireus viraly,, and is mera ſormas 
" x Or 
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or rather ſimplex atus Entitativus; and'thar 
ſubſtantta 18 added nor as a partial real Concep- 
tus, bur as reſpe&ive, ro notific that this Vireus 
vitalis 18no Accidenr,bur athing that may ſub- 
fiſt of itſelf. Some hold this true only of God, 
and ſome of all Spirits : If this be rrue, your 
norions of Penetrability and Indivifibility are 
moſt cafily defended. | 


II. Thar Spirits bave two inadequate, 
real Concepris, and thar Subſtantia 1s the fun- 
damentral as truly as mater1a1s in meer Budies, 
and an incomprehenſible purity of Subſtance 
(or that it 1s [(mater:al, not having partes ex- 
tra partes with rhe trine dimenſaon) 1s Subſtan- 
tie diſpoſirto 3 (yer thar this harh degrees as 
the Forms have, all Spirits nor being of equal 
Purity; ) And that Vrreus vitals 1s the parrial 
| Conceprus, viz. Formalis. And this T1 encline 


ro, asto created Spirits. 


I T I. Thar rhe Conceprus formaly of Spiritis 
this Virtus vitals, vel motrva, perceptiva, appe= 
titzva, bur thar all Matter 1s eflentially inform- 

ed by thar Vitality, and ſo Mattrer and Virs- 
 lity are the inadequate Conceptus of wt.” Sub- 
ſtance, and rhat nor by Compoſition, bur as 
of one {imple thing. And this is Dr. Gl:fſoz's 
and ſome others. | 


I'V. Thar a Spirit 1s both a real SubRance, - 
(as the fundamenral Concepts) and informed 
borh by Immateriality, Penetrability, and In- 
diſcerpibility, and alſo by a viral and moving 
Power : Bur thar ir exifteth only in Bodies 
or Marrter , and ſo always makes up a Com- 
pound of two Subſtances, (1aving that God is in- 


tinite, beyond all Matter.) And rhar all ſuch 
- Spirits 
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Wires wore at fiſt IT rogerher indiviſible 
Individftfals, borh: thar- of 'the leaft Creature 
and of rhe greareſt, wy Ley? from Body ro 
Body. and fo arc parts of Animals. This I 


up 1s your Opinion. 
= chicf difference is, that I profeſs ro be 
ignorant of the Con/iftency and {ncorporation 
which you ralk of, and mutt be ſo: Though I 
_ am afſured of the SubRtantiality and Form , 
which ſartisfieth me; for Chrift knowerh all 


the reſt for mc. 


And the Narure of ir, an 
other Spirits. _ 


"wo Diſcourſes: -' -- 
One itffa Letter to an atiknow! 

Doubter ; The other in a. 

Reply ro Ir: . enry. \2oord's 4 
nimadverſions on a. 
Lerter ro him; which” he 
publiſhed 1 in his PG... Fdis.- 
tion of Mr Joſeph Gla,wil's 
2iduciſmes Tru, »phatus. ot. 
Hiſtory of Apparions  « 
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ſtians , no we than a Carca(s or a Pilng 


#29 » whoſe Godfathers and Godmothers 


H E "Hs of Latter : 
which 1 anſwer, Me wholl "3 
unknown to me,«and — 4 
me no return of his ſenſe of my 
Anſwer, I ſuppoſe it can be no wrons to lum # 
rhat I publiſh it. I have former!) "thou gh, © 
that it is ſafer to keep ſuch Objectiogs, ns ls 
falſe reaſonings, from mens notice, than pub» ® 
lickly to confute them. But now m London... 
they are ſo commonly known, and publiſhed in . 
.open Diſcourſe and Writing, that whether filens | 
cing them be deſirable or not, it is become im- 
poſſible. And tho I have fald fo much more, e- 
ſpecially 110 Books (The Reaſons of the - 
Chriſtian Religion, and the Unreaſonable- Þ 
neſs of Infidelity) as may make this needleſs 
to them that read thoſe ; yet mo#t Infidels and 
Sadduces berg [0 ſelf conceited, and fa#th-. 4 
dious, as to diſdain, or caſt by all that will coff "*. 3 
them luns reading and conſideration, it may be 
this ſhort Letter may ſo far prevail againſt 
their ſloth, as to invite them toread more. 1 
would true Chriſtianity were as common as the 
profeſſ eſſion of it : There would th:n be fewer 
t at need ſuch Diſcourſes. But al.zs ! how* 
numerous are thoſe Chriftions that are no Chri-._. 4 
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and vawy obs, hinge their Names. 1. That 
they ſhould renounce the Devil. and aſl his 
Works, the Pomps and Vanities of this 
wicked World. and all the ſinful Inſts of 
the fleſh. 2. That they ſhonld believe all 
the Arricies of the C hriſtian Faith. 2. That 
they ſho 11d keep Gods holy Will and Com- 
mandments, and walk in the ſame all the 
days of their lives. Yea, before they could 
* || oy the miuth of theſe Godfathers ſpeaking 
EE. them, did not only promiſe , that they 
ſhould be/:zeve, but profeſs in the Infants 
name, Tyat even then they did ſtedfaſtly be- 
lieve the Articles of che Chriſtian Faith. The 
Infant is /aid 19 make 65th the Promiſe and 
* Profeſſion by thee God*athers ; ho allo un- 
dertake to provide, that hey ſhall | learn 
| #all things which a Chriſtian onght to know 
* and believe to his Sonls health, and ſhall 
- be virtuoully brought up, to lead a godly 
and a Chrittian life] I#/herher theſe Godfa- 
 thers ever intend to pertorm this, oF the Parents 
wie to expect it of them, Tacks nt tejl« you : 
But how l[:ttle m1 of the PaPFISER perform of 
it, 1s to0 notoriozs. And what wonder is it, if 
. we have C briſtians that ; in Satans [mage fight 
"a84inſt Chrift, even PER FURED, AA 
L1G GNANT, PERSECUTING Chriſtians, 
. haters of thoſe that ſeriouſly prattice the bap- 


| -Ciſmal Vow. 2Winen they are FER TZURED and 
Per- 


OE Fs 3 Nrbows) did promiſe 
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. -Perfidious Violaters of Tt the 
prevalent bent of heart and life. 
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Theſes Hypocrite nominal Ceremony Chriffi= * 
ans, become the great hiderance of the cure of \ 
Infidelity in the world.1t is the SPIRIT by tts {Us | 
pernatural Works, which is the great Witnels. | 
of Chriſt,and the infallible proof of ſupernatural 2 
Revelation. Theſe witneſſing works of the Spt> | 
rit, ore theſe five: 1. His Antecedent Pro-* | 

_ phecies. 2. His inherent Divine impreſs oz 
the Perſon, Works, and Goſpel of Chrilt.” ' 
2. H:5 concomitant Teſtimony in Chriſts un- 
controlled numerons Miracles, Reſurre&ion and | 
Alcenſion. 4. His ſubſequent Teſtimony in #he | 
numero uncontrolled Miracles of the Apoſtles, | 
and [uperna:ural gifts to the Chriſtians of that 
Age. But tho the Fliſtory of thele be as infal-- | 
 Ilibly delivered tous, as any inthe world ; "yet" } 
the diſtance 'hindereth the belief of forme, 90» | 

* have not this hiſtory well opened {4 them. F.> | 
Therefore God hath continued ts the" end of | 
the world a mare cxcellent Teſtimony thaw | 
 mwacles (thought not ſo apt to work on ſenſe) 
even the [pecial regeneratmg ſanttiffing work 
of the Spirit of Chriſt, on che ſouls of all ſincere || 
Rel [eUVers: Toe raiſime of Sculs tu 4 Divyme andy l 
Feavenly 7 1ipoſition, and Conver (ation, to lizve + | 

ro Ged and the common good,in' the comfortable” | 
*b: pes of an everlaſting heamenly glory, a pure baſe] 
el and given by our Redeemer, conquering the” 1 
ell urements of the world and fleſh the tempravie\ , 
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 6ws of Satan, and all the flatteries and frowns + 
of rhe wngod') This is a work that none but 

| God can do and will do, which beareth his I- 

| mageand ſuper(cription. : 

1 En WOW 1 eſe Hypocrites, obſcure it to them- 
felves and other unvelicyer;, and tempt men to 
jay, Are not Chriita:s as bad as Heathens ? 

and Mahometans. -Are they mot as {leſh- 

; iy, and worldly, and faile, and pery ured, and 

- malicious, azd hurctul, and pernicious 79 0- 

 thers azd theinſelvs * B:!! 1 an/aer, No, The 'y 

| are not: Toeſe are no mre Chriſtians, than 
Images are men: Toey are toe Enemies of Chri- 
ftans, that nnder Chriſt; banner, and in has li- 
very and name, ao the m:ſt perfideouſly hate 
him and fight againſt hun: IWnowill tell them, 
Inaſmuch as you did it to the leaſt of theſe, 

"you did it to me. Tyey betray him for money, 
fs. Judas, by Hail-maſter and a Kiſs. T chal. 
' Jenge any Infidel to find mes One that ſeriouſly 
believeth the Goſpel of Chr:ſf, as percetving the 
certain Evidence of its truth, who is not a per- 
s ſon of a boly and ovedicnt heavy life: How 
can a man ſincerely believ. tir God ſent his Son 
from Heaven in fleſm, to Redeema man, and to 
bring is to Glory,and that he ſealed his Noctrine 
* by all his miracles, reſurrection and a(cenſ7 7, 
and the Holy Ghoſt, and that he is our Head 1n 
bh even, with whomwe ſuall live im joy for e- 
| wer; and is the Author of eternal Salvation 
"ro all chem that obey him,T jay: How can @ man 
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believe thisſericuſly,and not eſteem,and chooſeand 
ſeek it, befcre all the ſhadc2bs and vanitieto this - | 
world. Tt is not Chirſtians,but falſe hypocrites, | 
whoſe lives repreſent Chriſtianity, blaſphemoyſly 
as no better than Heatheniſm or Mahometani(ms 
It is but for wrld.y Intereſt,and Reputation, or | 
becauſe it is the Religicn of the King,Ceuntrey, av. | 
Anceſtors,that they take up ſo much as thename | 
and badg of Chriſtianity. And will you judg of | 
cur Religion by ts ences! Do you not ſee in * #- 2 
drunkenne/s,ſenſuality,covetcuſneſs,unpodline(s,” | 
bow unlike their lives aretothe baptiſmal Veap; | 
and that they hate,and ſeek to deſtroy thera that | 
are ſerious in keeping that Vow, and liwing as | 
Chriſtians £ | = 
$.2.And as I publiſh this fer the uſe Y anbelie- 
wvers,{o I muſt les the Reader know, that it is be= || 
come one of the uſual tricks of the Popiſh deceis \ | 
gers,to put 01 the Vizor of an Infidel,and td gifs | 
pute abcut the immortality of the Soul, the 
greatest difficulties of 'Religion: And it is to 1- | 
zle men, and convincethem, that by Reaſoning | 
they can never attain to ſatisfa&ionin theſe mate _ | 
zers; And then to infer, | *You have no way left, 
*ut to believe the Church; & we are that Church. | 
*If you leave that eafie quiet ay,you will newer | 
"come 10 any certainty |. Why do they not try 1 by «| 
ſame triek about all the difficulties in Philoſophy,” | 
AFtronomy,Phyſick, Hiſt or y,$CCF For every Soi | 
ence,and Art,hath its difficulties. But are not all | 
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, m"_ L, are ou Bt God hath proven us a 
| Wore clear et ſaticfattosy way of Ax ſolution 
© of fuch Donbrs. 
C. J- I muſt 19h give notice to the Reader, 
That it was the publiſhing of Dr.H. More's an- 
| Per to a Letter of mine, which occaſioned the 
Z pe mg of this. When I was prit on the one, [ 
| bt it not wmprofitable ro premiſe the orber, 
a bed p of gnuch greater uſe. It ſeemed poed to 
Me worthy Dr.to defire my thomphts of his De- 
ton of a Spirir, which he lajd down in the 
_-: of Mr. Glanvile of Appar! 181 106 
| which I pave him m ahaſty T.etter, which he 
j Mong bi meet, without 11; ky: wvledg. to publiſh 
=—_ an/wwer to,im his ſecond F. [itt 1 of Atr. - Fan- 
vile. Onr difference is ſcarce worth the Reader: 
| wotice. And onr wvelitation is only friend!y, and 
| Philoſophical. But yet it may peſfe 'bly be uſeful to 
| Jornh, 2t leaſt to excite rhem to a more profita- 
wich than I bave made. And 1t explameth 
paſſages m my Methodus Theologie. 
| But Imnch more commend to the reading of 
# We Sad dnoes and Infidels, rhe Hiſtories rhem- 
2 fe Iahes of Apparitiins, od W tc herafts, whick 


e 

| M4 Glanvile and D-.More have there delizes 

\ Fed:many of themat [vaſt with undemable evi- | 

” Hence und prof. To which,if he will bun add the 
Dow of Maſcon and Bodin, and Remigins of 

ls Witches, he 2:11 {carce be ab'e to deny belief t0 

þ the erifFence and Indiwvidunr ire of Spirtts, 2 

wie _ hife.c of {eparated Souls. 


x SIR, 


Have Reaſon to-judg you noStran 
ger to ſich Addrefles as theſe ; and 
therefore have pdvergiued more 
Wpldly to apply;my ſelf to. you. | 
Other would oy Lee rigedly 
cenſure this Attempt; but yant 
more Chiiſtian Lemper will induce you, 
| hope, to judg more charitably,, did you 
but underſtand-withwhat rel Taneh: L une 
dertook this. task. / 

! have had many Diſputes with my {1 "_ 
whether or nol ſhould ſtifle theſe Dalbts, | 


. or ſeek: Satisfaction. Shame to own, ſughk 
Principles. bid me do the firſt; but.the” 
weight of -the Concern obliged me tothe . 
laſt. For I could not with any chear- 
fulneſs , or with that yigor I thoug] 
did become me, purſue thoſe unſeen,$ub 
{tances, thoſe Objets of Faith Religi 

holds forth, except Idid really believe. 3 
--extitence, and my own capagity of enjoy» # 
 1ngthEm, 
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I thought at firſt to ſatigfe my ſelf in 
the certainty of the things I did believe; 
to confirm and eſtabliſh my Faith by theſe 
Studies, that I might be able to render a 
Reaſon of the hope that 1s 1n me: but in- 
ſtead of building up, lam ſhaken; and in- 
ſtead of a Clearer evidence, [I am inviton- 
ed with uncertainties: 
 - Unhappy that Tl am! 1 had better have 

 - taken all upon Truft, could I ſo have: fa- 
risfhed my Reaſdn, than thus ® have in- 
volved my felf n an endleſs Study. For 

*Jlich 1 am aft will prove without help: 

tor that I may not in this Concern relt 

- without ſatisfaction; and yet the more 1 

conſider, and weigh things, the more are 

my doubts multiplied. I call them only 
doubts, not to palliate any opinions ; for 

* T have not yet eſpouſed any ; but becauſe 
*rhey. have.not yet attained ſo much matu- 
© Tiry or ſtrength, as to take me off thoſe 

things, my donbrs being ſatisfied, 1 ſhould 
conclude of indiſpenfable neceſſity; they 

* are but yet in the Womb: aſſiſt ro make 
- them Abortives. 

- * I have not been wanting to my ſelf, but 
- in the uſe of all means ro me know, 
have-ſonght fatisfaction, both by Prayer, 
Reading, and Meditation. I have weigh- 


Fe Ay and. conſulted things according to my 
g =. , ; | ; ; ; 'Y 2 _ 
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Capacity. I have been as faithful to m Gf 
in all my reaſonings, as I conld, and vid - 
of prey 1dice, have paſſed impartial Tek 
ſures 01 the things in debare, ſo far aSthat 
light I have would enable me ; and what 
todo mare, | know not, except this courſe! 
| how take, prove etfectual, you inclining 
ro aſſiſt me, rhat know have ſtudied theſe” 
things. 

My requeſt to. you thbreforeis, If your 
more” publick Studies wifl permit you, 
Thar you would condeſcend to. farisfie me 
in the Particulars I ſhall' mention.” I'af- 
{ire yon, 1 have 'no other deſign,- bur to 
know the Truth: which in things of fach 
moment, certainly cannot be difficult, rho 
to MV unfurniſhed Head they have proved 
ſo: Lhope my ſhaking may prove my eſta- 
bliſhment. 
That | may therefore'put you to as i oo 
te trouble as I can, I will firſt tefl you 
what { do believe, -and then what | ſtick 
ar. 

Firſt, therefore, I do really beiteve, and 
am very well ſatisfied, That there is a God, 
or a firſt Cauſe that bath created all chings, 
anQ given to every thing its Being. For [ 
am not acquainted with any independent 
Being. 1 knownot any thing that is able 
to fubſiſt without che Contribution of its 

Ay} Feb 
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Feſlow-Creatures., I am conſtions to-my. 
ſelf, when ſickneb invades me, and:death 
ſummons my Comporind to a diffohition.” 
I can do nothing tothe preſervation of the 
Being I enjoy. And if I cannat. preſerve, 
my ſelf as I am, much leſs could I make 
my ſelf what I am: For when I was no- 
thing, I could do nothing. And Experi- 
ENCE and Senſe te[ls. me, As. it is with me, 
ſo it 1s with others ; as there is none can 
preſerve their Beings , ſo there 15 none 
could acquire to themſelves the Being they 
have ; and if none, then not the firit 
man. - And indeed that was it 1 enquired 
after, from whence every ſpecies had at 
_ firſt cheir Beings; the way, how, and 
means by which they are continued. I 
know not any Cauſe of the Being of any 
| thing, of which again I may not enquire 
the Cauſe : and-ſo from Cauſe to Cauſe, 
nill through a multitude of Cauſes, I ne- 
ceſfarily arrive at the firſt Cauſe of all 
Caules,a Being wholly uncauſed,and with- 
out Cauſe » Except: what it was unto 1t 
elf. | 
' My next Enquiry was into my ſelf; and 
my next buſinels, to find what Concern | 
bave with my Creator: which 1 knew no 
better way to attain, than by ſearching 
the bounds of humane Cy F835 | 
CON- 


CTY 
concluded it reaſonable to judg thoſe at-. Mn 
tainments I was capable of+*in'my Creati” 7 ” 8 
on, I was deſigned for. Now if man is, 
nothing more than what is viſible, or may, 
be made ſo by Anatomy OT Pharmac: Y; ve. 
1s no Subject capable of enjoying, or loving. 
God,. nor conſcquently of a life of Rerrd-, 
Lution. : 

; In this Enquiry I found Man conſiſted” 
of ſomething viſible and inyiſtble; the'Bpy | 
ay which: 1s viſible, and ſomething. elſe 

that inviſibly-.aCtuates the ſame. For L 
have ſeen, the Body,' the viſible part of 
man; when the 1nviſible, either chectiall 
indiſpo'iticn of its Orgains, or its ſelf, or 
Leng expelled its Manſion, hath ceaſed to 
act (1 ſpeak as one in doubt): the Body 
hath been left to outward appearance the 
tame; it was yet really void of Senſe, and 
wholly debilirated of all power to. act: 
But then what this inviſible is, what to 
conclude of it, 'I know .not : Here I am at 
a ſtand, and in a Labyrinth , without a 
Clue: For lfindno help any where. Ma- 
ny have, I acknowledg, defended the 
Souls Immortality ; but none have. proved 
the exiſtence of ſuch a Being, and a lift - 
of Ret: obutin, and chat copiouſly e- Here 
nough ; bur none have proved a Subject _. hs 
capable of it. I know all our Superior he 
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Facukies and Aftings, are uſually : attri- 
buted to the Soul; bur what it is in man 
they call ſo, they tell us not. To fay it is 
ne by which | reaſon, or that now di- 
Cates to me what [ write, is not ſatisfa- 
. tory : For I look for a definition , and 
ſuch an one, as may not to cught elſe be 
appropriated. [s it therefore a real Be- 
ing, really different from the Body, and 
able tq be withour it? or 1s it not ? If nor, 
whatever it be, I matter nat. If it be, is. 
it a pure Spirit, or meerly material ? If 
meerly material, and different only from 
the Body eradually, and in ſome few de- 

grees of ſubtilty , it is then a queſtion, 
whether or not that we call Death, and 
ſuppoſe a ſeparation of the Compound, 

be not rather a Concentration of this a- 
tive Principle in its own Pody , which 
through ſome indiſpoſition of the whole, 
or ſtoppage in its Orgains, through grols 
Corporeity, hath ſuffocared its aan If 
it be a pure Spirit, I would then know, 
what is meant by Spir;r ? and whether or 
no all things inviſible, and imperceptable 
to Senſe, are accounted ſuch ? if ſo, 1t 1s 
then only a term to diſtingniſh between 
things evident to Senſe , and things not. 
If otherwiſe, how ſhall I diſtinguiſh be- 
rween the higheſt degree of material, 
the 
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rhe loweſt degree of ſpiritnal Peings., or 
know how they are diverſihed, or be cer- 
tain the Being of the Soul is rightlv appro- 
priated. For to me,an immaterial and ſpi- 
ritual Being, ſeems but a kind of Hocas, 
and a' Subſtance ſtript of all materiality, 
a ſubſtantial nothing. For all things at 
firſt had their Origine from the deep dark 
Waters: witneſs Meſes Philoſophy, in the 
1/f of Geneſis, on which the Spirit of God 
1s ſaid to move. | am far from believing 
thoſe Waters ſuch as that Element we dai- 
ly make uſe of; but that they were mate- 
rial, appears by thoſe multitudes of ma- 
rerial Productions they bronght forth. 


And if thoſe Waters were material, ſuch 


were all things they d d produce, among 
which was Man, of whom the 'l ext aflerts 
nothing more plain : for it faith, God cre- 
ared man of the duſt of the earih; the moſt 
groſs part and ſedement of choſe Waters, 
after all things elfe were created. Now 
the Body only is not Man; for Man is a 
living Creatiire: it is that therefore by 
which the Body lives and acts, that con- 
ſtitures the Man. Now the Apoſtle men- 
tioneth Man to conſiſt of Body, Soul and 
Spirit. My Argument then is this, God cre- 
ated man of the _ of -t hs earth. 


But 
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But Man conſiſts of a Body Squl and Spi- 
Fits. 

Therefore Body , Soul and Spirit are _ 
made of the duſt, ©c. and are mate- 
rial. | 

The major and minor are undeniable; 
and therefore the concluſion. Yet do [ 
not therefore conclude its annihilation : 
for I know all matter 1s eternal ; but am 
rather perſwaded of its concentration (as 
afore) im its own body. 

Bar of its real Being, purely hana 
and ſtript of all matetiality , really di- 
ſtint from its body, 1 doubt. 

Becauſe that by ſeveral accidents hap- 
pening to the body, the man 1s incapact- 
ted from acting rationally, as before ; as 
in thoſe we call Ideots, there is not in ſome 
of them ſo much a ſign of a reaſonable 
Soul, as to diitinguiſh them from Bruits : 
Whereas were the Soul ſuch as repreſent- 
ed, it would rather ceaſe to act, than act 
at a rate below it ſelf. Did it know its Ex- 
cellencies, ſuch as we make them, it wouid 
as ſoon deſert its being, as degrade its ſelf 
by ſuch bruitiſh acts: [t 1s nor any detect 
in its Organz could rob the Soul of its 
Reaſon, its Eſſential Faculty. Tho the 
Workman breaks his Tools, his hands do 
not loſe their $11, but ccaſeth to act, ra- 

ThET, 


"Cr rr 
ther than to do! ought irreolarly 16 like- 
wiſe would the Soul 1 then act contfary fo its 
* Ownn 4ture. 

Secon dy, Becauſe all rhe ; [pecies | both of 
the Mineral, Vexitable, and Animal King- 
doms, appear | $po me, but as the more emi- 
nent. Works of a moſt excellenr Operator, 
as Engines of the moſ} accurate Engineer; 
they afl live, and have a Principle of -Eife 
manifeſt | mn their growth and avgmentati- 
on, and fo far as they are living weights; 
as i can perceive | from the ſame ſource. 
But then comes in thoſe Nartnres and Fa- 
culties whereby cach is diſtinguiſhed from 
other, even like {everal_pieces of Clock, 
Or Watch: Mork : the one ſhews the hour 
of the day, and nq more; the next fſhews 

the hour and minutes, ar other ſhews beth 
the former, and. likewiſe the Age of the 
Moon ; another hath not onjy the three 
former motions, but an addition of the 
riſe and fall of Tides; yer all this, and 
many more that jn that way are perform- 
ed, are ſeveral diſtintt motions, ariſing all 
from the ſame Cauſe, the Springor Weight, 
the Principle of motion in them. So a- 
mong living Weights, the firſt do only 
grow and augment their bulk, and have 
no poſſibility in nature to augment their 
kind ; the next, to wit, Vegitables, do 1:2£ 
_ only _ 
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only grow andeincreaſe their bulk, but 
bkewiſe have a power of propagating 
their like: the third Family, I mean the 
| Animal Kingdom , do not only live and 
encreaſe their k: nd, bur hkewiſe are made. 
fenſative. And laſtly, we our ſelves that 
are not only poſleſt of all the former, bur 
of ſomething, | know not what, we think 
more excellent, and call Reaſon, and all 
this fromthe ſame ſource ; namely, that 
we live; which if we did not, we could 
not perform any of theſe acts. For life 
in us 1s the ſame as theSpring or Welght 
mn tae Watch or Clock, which ceaſing , 
all other motion ceaſeth, as in a Watch 
or Clock, the Spring or Weight being 
down. 

As Liſe therefore 1s the Cauſe of al] 
Motion, and all natural Operation and 
F aculties: yet thoſe multifarious Opera- 
tions and F aculties, manifeſt in, and pro- 
per to che particular ſpecies of the Three 
Kingdoms, requires not divers Principles 
of Lite, no more than divers motions ſpe- 
Cified in a Watch or Clock, requires di- 
vers Weights or Springs. And as the di- 
verſity of motion in Watch or Clock, a- 
riſeth not from diverſity of W reights Or 
Springs, butrather from other means: fo 


thole diverſities of Nacures and Faculties, 
INa- 
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manifeſt throughout the Three Kingdoms, 
ariſe not from divers Principles of Life, 
bur from one Principle of Life, manife- 
ſting its power in Bodies diverſly organi- 
zed. So thata Tree or Herb .thar only 
vegitates and propagates 1ts kind , hath 
no other Principle ot Life than an Animal 
that hath Senſe, and , more eminent 
Faculties. The difference only, as | con- 
ceive, is, this Principle of Life in the ve- 
gitable, is bound up 1n a Body organized 
to no other eud, by Which Lite 1s hindred 
exerting any other power : but in the A- 
nimal ir's kindled in a purer matter , by 
which ir's capacitated to frame more ex- 
cellent Orgains, in order to the exerting 
more eminent Acts. For the Principle of 
Life can no more act rationally in matter 
capable of naught but. vegitation (for it 
acts in matter according to the nature 
thereof, advancing it to its utmolt excel- 
lency), than a man can ſaw with a Coult- 
Staft, or file with an Hatcher, or-make a 
Watch with a Betle and Wedges. 

I am apt to believe thoſe rare Endow- 
ments, and eminent Faculties, wherewith 
men ſeem to excel meer Senfatives, are 
only the improvement of Speech, where- 
in we. have the advantage of 'them, and: 
the reſult of reiterated Acts, until they {| 
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becotne habits. For by the firftxwe are able 
to communicate our:ConceptionsandExpe- 
riments each to other : , andby the other we 
do, gradually aſcend to' the knowledg'of 
things. | For 1s all the knowledg either.in 
the acts, Liberal or Mechanical , any 
more than this acts reiterated, until they 
become habits; which when they are; WE 
are ſaid to know them 2: And what is all 
our reaſoning, but an Argument in Dil- 
' courſe rolied from one to another, till the 
Truth be tound, like a Ball bettweert two 
Rackets, till at laſt a Incky: blow putsan 
end to the ſport? \We come into the 
\World: hardly men; and many- whoſe 
natures want lation, live, having no- 
thing to diftingniſh them from Brutes, 
but the outward form, ſpeech, and fone 
lictle dexterity, ſuch as in Apes or- Mon- 
keys, 1n the things they have been taught, 
and the Affairs they have been bred to. 
And could we imagine any man to have 
lived Twenty or Thirty- years in the 
World, without the benefit of Humane 
Converſe ; Wher would appear then, 
think you, of a rational Soul ? which the 
wiſe man well ſaw when he aflerted the 
Condition of Men and Beaits ro be the 
ſame what a meer Ignorant hath; - Moſes 
himſelt made of Adam, chat. in his: ſup- 


poled 
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poſed beſt ſtate, knew nat that he was 
naked : but I believe the Nine Hundxzed 
and Thirty years Experience of his own, © 
and the continual Experiments of Þolte- 
rity, in that time communicated to him, 
might quicken his Intelle&t., So that he 
died with more Reaſon than he was crea- 
red, and humane nature. in his polterity. 
The next Generation was imbelliſhed 
with his attainments, to which their own 
Experiences {tif made a DEW. addition../ 
The next Generation built on their Foun- 
dation, and the next on their; and ſoon : 
and we are got on the ſhoulders of them 
all. So thar it's rather a wonder, that 
we know.no more, , than that we "know | 
ſo much. So that what we have, ſeems 
rather times product, through the means 


aforeſaid, -than what our Natures Were at 
firſt enricht witty. 


The which, appears likewiſe | in thoſe | 
whofe memory fails, and in whom, the. 
veſtigia of things is wore out; the habits 
they had contracted , and. manner of 
working in their ſeveral acts beng forgot- 8 
ten, what filly Animalsare they ? Where- | 
as were the Soul ſuch as repent who 
could rob it of its Endowments? Ir's trae | 


the debilitating of a hand, may, impeada. 
manual labour ; but raſe "what hath for- 


Merly 


metly been done out of the Memory ; 
and you render Man a perfeCt Bruit, or 
worſe: for he knows not how to give a ſig- 
nification of his own mind. | 
And indeed, I know not any thing 
Wherein Man excels the Beaſts, but may 
be referred to the benefic of Speech and 
Hands, capable of effecting its Concep- 
tions ; nor find any better way to attain a 
right knowledg of our ſelves, but by be- 
holding our ſelves in Adam , and enqut- 
ring, What Nature had endued him with, 
which will fall far ſhort of what we now 
. admire 1in our ſelves. | 
But now ſitppoſing all this anſwer'd, 
what will it avail us to a Life of Retro- 
bution, if aſl recurn to one Element , and 
be there immerged as Brooks and Rivers 
in the Sea? If we loſe our Individuation ; 
and all the Souls that have exiſted, be ſwal- 
lowed up of one, where are the Rewards 
and Puniſhments of each individual. And 
we have reaſon) to judy it will be thus, ra- 
ther than otherwiſe, becauſe we ſee every 
thing tends to its own Centre, the Water 
to the Sea, and all that was of the Earth 
to the Earth, from whence they were ta- 
ken. And Solpmon ſaith, The ſpirit returns 
to God that gave it. Every thing then re- 
turning to its own Element, Ioſeth its In- 
; dividuation. 
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dividuation. For we he all | bodies return- 


ing to the earth , are no more individual 
bodies, but earth: Have we notreaſon then 
to judg the ſame of Spirits returning to 
their own Element ? And what happineſs 
then can we hope for, more than a delive- 
rance from the preſent calamity ? or what 


miſery are we eapab! e of, more than what 


is common to a!l ? 
The ſame 1s more. evident in the body 


with which we converſe, and are more 


ſenſibly acquainted with , ſeems wholly 
uncapable of either, &c. For all bodies 
are material, and matter 1t feif is not ca- 
pablc of multiplication » but of being 


changed, Therefore Nature cannot mul- 


tiply bodies, but changeth them ; as ſome 
bodies arife , - others perith. Natures ex- 
Dencc 1n continual Productions .being con- 
ſtantly ſupplied by the diffolntion of othep 
COT INLNgE: were 1t otherwiſe; ner Store- 
houſe would be exhauſted ; fer its by 
continual Circulations, Heaven and Farth 
is maintain'd ; and by her even Circular 
motion, ſhe keeps her ſelf imployedonthe 
fame ſtockof matter, and maintains every 
{pectes. 'There 1s no body the fame to day 
It was yeſterday, matter being in a conti- 

al flux; neither immediately an the dif- 
Bb ution of a Compound, and Coney 
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of the body, doth the carth thereof retais - 
any ſpecifick difference of that body it once 
was, but 1s immediately beſtowed by Na- 
ture, and ordered to the new produfion of 
other things. That part of matter therefore 
wiica conſtituteth a humane body, ina ſhort 
time is putrified, and made earth, which a- 
gain produceth either other inferior Ani- 
malsz or Greats, or Corn, for the nouriſh- 
ment of Beaſts and Fowl, which again are the 
nouriſhment of men, Thus circularly innume- 
rable times round, Nature continually im- 
preſiins new forms of the ſame matter. So 
that that matter that now conſtitutes my bo- 
dy, it may bea thouſand years ago was the. 
matter of ſome other mans,. or it may be of 
divers mzns, then putrified ; which in this 
time hath tufferedinfinite changes, as it may 
be ſometime Graſs, or Corn, or an Herb,or 
Bird, or Beaſt, or divers of them, or all, 
and that divers times over, before my body 
was framed z; who then can ſay, why this 
matter fo changeable, ſhould ar laft be reſto- 
red, my bedy rather than his, whoſe for- 
merly 1t was, or the body of a Bird, or 0- 
ther Animal ? For by the ſame Reaſons that 
the body of man is proved to ariſe again, 
may, I think, be proved the Reſtoration of 
all other bodies, which is equallyincredible to 
me (1f underſtood at one time), For Na- 
gures 
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- fares ſock of matter being all at firſt exhays 
| fed, ſhe could not employ her ſelf in new 


ProduRions » without deſtroying ſome of: a 


the old ;. much leſs can ſhe at once fabricate 
out of the ſame quantity of matter , all the 
| bodies that ever were, are, or fhall_ be ; 
which yet, notwithſtanding could ſhe, they 
could not be {aid to be the ſame bodies, be- 
cauſe all bodies ſuffer ſuch alteration daily, 


that they cannot be faid"to be the ſame to. 


day they were yeſterday; how then can 
they -be capable of Reward or Puniſh- 
ment” —- 

| Theſe are now my doubts but are they 
the fruits of Diligence? and am-[ thus 1e- 
warded for not believing at a common rate e 
A great deal cheaper could | have fate down, 
and believed'as the Church believes; withs 
outa why, 'or a wherefore , have been i ig- 
norant of theſe Diſputes, and never have &= 


merged my ſelf in this gulf, than thus by Rea 
flection to create my own diſturbance, Had 


I. been made a meer Animal, I had had none | 


of theſe Doubts nor Fears that thus torment 
my mind , for doubting, happy Bruits hap- 
Py, far more -happy than my felf! With 
you is.none of this z with you only is ſere- 


nity of mind, and you only void of Anxi- 


eties 3 you only enjoy what this world is 


able.to accommodate with, and it may be tos 
B2 maT 
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have thoſe Careſles we know not of, while we. 
your poor purveyors, £0 drooping and dif- 
ponding, doubting, fearing, and caring a- 
 bour, and our whole lives only a preying 
on one another, and tormenting our ſelves. 
You have the carnal content and fatisfacti- 
on ; we nothing bur the ſhell, a vain glo- 
rious boaſt of our Lordſhip over you, with 
Wiich we ſcek to ſarisfic our ſelves, as Pro- 
digals, with husks, while the truth is, we 
are afraid to confront our Vallals, except 
we firit by craft and treachery beguile them 
from whom hkewile we flee, it once enra- 
ged : and what a poor comfort 1s this ? Is 
this a Priviieds to boaſt of? ls this all Rea- 
fon advanceth” to, only a Purveyor to 
_ Beaſts, and to make my lite more miſera- 
ble, by how much more ſenſible of miſe- 
ry! \Velt might So/o79 preter_ the dead 
before the living : ; and thoſe that had not 
been, before both; intimaring rnereby, that 
deing belt, leal { capable of miſery ; that 18, 
of T1 rees, of Herbs, of Stones, and all in- 
animates, which wanting ſenſe, are infen- 
ſible of mifery. Better any thing than man 
therefore, ſince that every brute and inani- 
mace ttock or {tone, are more happy 1n that 

meaſure: they are leſs capable ot miſery. 
What the advantage then, what the bene- 


fit that occurs to us from them, or what 
pre- 
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preheminence. have we above them, ſeeins 


as dieth the one, fo dieth the other, and tha*, 


they have all one breath? 


. Pardon this Degreſfion ; the real ſenſe 


and apprehenſion I have of things, extortit 


from me. For l, as Fob, cannot refrain 
"my mouth, but ſpeak in the bitterneſs of 
my Spirit, and complain in the anguiſh of 
my Soul, Why died 1 nit from the womb? 
why did I not give up the ghoſt when I came 
ont P; the belly* Why did the knees 
me? or why + brides , that I ſhould ſuck? 
I had then been among. Solomon's happy 
ones: I ſhald now have lain [fill and been 
quiet ;, I ſhu1d have ſlept, and been at reſt : 

whereas now I am weary of life. For rho 
I ſpeak, my prief is not hah and tho T 
forbear, I am not eaſed; ou: now he bath 
made me weary, and nul by late all my 
company : he hath. filled me 2with wrinkles, 
which 1s a witneſs againſt me , and my lean- 
nels riſing up im me, bearet/3 wirneſ5 to my 
face, God hath delivered me 10 the ungodly, 
and turped me cver into the hand of the wic- 
ked, and my familiar friends hawe forgotron 
me. (aid, 1 ſhall die in my neſt, and ſhall 
multiply my days as the ſand, when my roct 
was ſpread out bythe waters, and the dew lay 
all night on 7m) branch : - hon my glory was 
freſh, and my bow was renewed in my hand : 
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but! find while my fleſh 1s upon me, I ſhall 
have pain, and while my ſou! is in me, it (hall 
mourn. FHawe pity upon me, O my friend ! 
for the hand of Gd hath touched $e. Th: 
wicked live, and become off; yea, they ave 
mighty im power, their ſeed is eſtabliſhed ws 
their ſiaht with them, and their off-{pring be- 
fore ther eyes ; their bonſes ave ſafe from fear, 
neither is the rod of Ged upon them, &Cc. they 
pre planted, and take root, they grow; yea, 
they brins forth fruit, yet God is never in 
their mouth , and far from their reins. In 
ain then do Iſh my hands in innocency, [ce- 
ng all things come alike to all. Theres one e- 
went tothe righteous and to the wicked, tothe 
' Food, to the clean, and to the unclean ;. to him 
that ſacrificeth, and to him that ſacrificeth 
Tot: airs the good , ſo is the ſinner ; and. 
he that ſweareth, as he that feareth an 
oath. 

I have now done ( tho I hardly” know 
how ), leſt I too far trouble you ; and only 
beg your peruſal of theſe lines, and twoor 
three m anfwer of them by this Bearer ,' 

who ſhall at your appointment wait on 
you for the ſame. Let me farther has theie 
two things of you: firſt, "That you would 
conſider you have not to do with a Sophi- 
ſtick Wrangler , or with one that would 
wilingly err, but with one that defires to 
' To know 
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know the Truth. Let therefore your An- 
ſwer be, as much as you can, void of Scho- 
laſtick Terms, or Notions that may lead 
me more into the dark. And then, as Fcb 
did beg, That God would withdraw his 
hand far from him, and that his dread might | 
not make him afraid ; fol. And further, - } 
That you would not awe me with his 
greatneſs, nor ſuppreſs My Arguments with 
his Omnipotence. Then call thou, and I 
will anſwer ; or let me ſpeak, and anſwer 
thou me. Thus begging the Divine Influ- 
ence to direct you, and enhghten me, 1 \ub-- 
{cri E " ſelt, 
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6. x. 'þ is your wiſdom in Caſes of fo 
L great moment, to uſe all juſt en- 
Fe A for ftisfaction ; and Ithink you 
did but yonr duty, to ſtudy this as hard as 
E617 ſayyou have done. But 1. Iwiſh you 
d ſtudied it better ; for then you would 

- not have been a ſtranger to many Pooks 
which afford a juſt ſolurionof your Doubts, 
as | muit ſuppoſe you are, by your caking 
no notice of what they have ſaid. 2. And 
I wiſh yon had known, that between the ſol- 
ving of all your Objections, and taking all 
on Truſt from men, or believing as the 
Church bejieveth , there are 'Two other © 
ways to Garisfaction (which muſt be con- 
pind): 1. Diſcerning the unanſiverable e- 
Tdces: in Nature and Providence, of the 
Souls furnre Life. 2. And raking it ON 
traſt from Divine Revelation; which is 0- 
therwiſe to be proved, than by believing 
as the Church by Authority requireth 
—_— | | | 
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I have written on 1 this Subiedt ſom chal. 
ready, that I had rather you had told.mey | 
why you think it unſatisfactory, thandeline » l 
me to tranſcribe it, while Print-is as legible * | 
as Manuſcript. If you have not read it, 
I humbly offer it to your conſideration. Ic 
is moſt in two Books: The firſt which Lin- 
treat you toread, is called, The Reaſp 5:0 
the, Chriſtian Religion : the other is: c: kd, 
"The Unreaſonableneſs of Infidelity. If you 
think this too mnch labour, you are. notfo 
h:rd or faithful a Student of this ORE. | 
Caſe, as it deſerveth, and you pretend tar: 
be. If you will read chem (or the firſt at. 
leaſt), and after come to me, that we may 
fairly debate your remaining Doubts , it | 
will be a likelier way for us to be uſeful te 
each other, than my going over all .theymie E 
ſtakes of your Paper will be. And 1 ſup- | 
poſe you know, that we havefull aſſurance | 
of a multirnde af Verities, againſt whit 
many Objections may be raiſed , which 
_ no mortal man can fully ſolve., elpe- 

cially from Modes and Adens Nay, 
perhaps ,there is nothing in the Warld 
Which: is not liable to ſome ſuch Objetti- 
Ons. And yet 1 will not neglect, your Wil 
ring. | = 


6. 2. When . 
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$; 2. When you were convine'd, 'That 
. there is a fr Cauſe, it would have been an 
orderly progreſs to think 2yhar that Caſe 
#5; and whether his #/rks do not prove his 
Infinite Perfettion, having all that eminently 
which he giveth formally to the. whole 
| World, as far asit belongeth to perfeti7 to 
have it. For none can give more than he 
att And then you ſhould have thought- 
| what this God is to man, as manifeſt in his 
Works: and you ſhonſd have conſidered. 
what of man is paſt doubt , and thence mn 
what relation be. ffands to God, and to his 
» felloweereatures: And this would have led 
| yon to know m2ns certain duty : and that 
would have afſured*you of a furure !ife 
of Retribution. Is not this a juſt pro- 


| *greſs?. 


', $.23. But you would know a. Defirition 
" of the Soul. But do you kn9 nothing bur 
\ . by Definitions* Are all men that cannot de- 
Fe, therefore void of allknowledg ? You 
|. know not at all what ſeems is, or what 


>) 


light is, or what feeling, ſmelling, taſting, 
hearing is, what ſound or odor is, what [veer 
_ orbirter, nar what thinkimg, Or knowing, Or 
'» willing, or loving 1s, if you know it not be- 
©. fore defining tell you, and better than bare 
-- Refining can ever tell you, Every vital fa- 
bn: _ culty 


on 
$ , ' 


you (ay you know not what they are. You 
"can give. no definition what ſubſtance 1s, OC 


.1t is ſeparared, if 15 not formal. 7 mw but | 
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culty hath a ſelf-perceptios in its. aQting' 
which is an emiment ſenſe : Iutuition alſo « 
outward (enfible Objetts, Or. immediate per-. | 
ception of them, as /en/ata & imaginata, ot 
before all Argument and Definition, or rea- 
ſoning action. By /eeing, we perceive that 
we ſee; and by underftanding, we perceive 
that we »nderſiand. 1 dare fay, T at you - 
know the Atts of your on Soul. by at ing, 
tho when yori come to reaſoning Or Pres tl 


Ems at leaſt, much leſs what God 7s. And | 
yet what is more certain'than that there W | 
Suyſtance, Entity, and God £- TS. 
Nas 4. But Vle te!l you har Fl Soul of th my 

: Ir is a Vital, Tatelletual, Volitive & 


onjnating + butane « organized Bedy. When | | 


a Spirit {t11]. * J 

0.5 . Qu. But what is ſuch a a $9 | 
ritt z is a mc ſt P17  - Ub (fance, 2” ole Forms 
7s. a Power or Virtue of Vial Aftion _— 4 
leftion, and Velition (cures m one ; 


PR. 
C5 


1 


$. 6. I. Are you not cms of glt the(e 
Act's, UL. That you 4 - hs ſed: 
and will ? it nor, you are not- ſai re- this 


T8) 


you ſee, that you doubt, that you Wrote tO 


| 41, or that Fou are any thing. 
IL If you a# zheſe, it is certain that 


you have the power of fo acting. For nq- 
-thing doth that which it cannor do. 
THI. It js certain, that it is a Subſtance 
| - Which hath this power : For nothing can do 
'nothing. | 

I'V. It is evident, that it is ot the wi/ible 
Body , as compoted of Earth, Water and 
 :Air, which is this mental Subſtance. Net- 
-ther any oze of them, nor all together have 
' Life, Underſtanding , or Will. They are 
| <paſſrve Beings, and act not at all of rhem- 
| ſelves, but as acted by inviſible Fowers. 
» "They have an aggregative inclination to U- 
*$#07;, and no other. Were it not for the [g- 
| - Feozzs Nature which 1s active, or for Spir:ts, 
= they would be ceſſant. Therefore you are 
bn far paſt the dark, Thatthere is i a7; 
2n Inviſible Subſtance , which hath , 
which is a Power or Virtue of Vital 1dfion 
- Intelle&Fion, and Volition. | 
V. And that this A#:iwe Pont is a ai- 

- Ninct thing from meer Paſſive Power, or 
mobilitie per alind, Experience puts paſt 
doubr. 'There is in every /iving thing a 
* Fower, or Virtue of /e!f- — , Elſe Life 


| were not Life. 


Fd Re” 


VI. And | 


V1.. And that this is not a' meer gitidlent | 
of the Soul, but its efſenrial form, 1 have | 
proved ſo fully in my Merhedus Theologia, in 
a peculiar Diſputation, that I will not here . 
repeat it, It's evident, 'That even in the 
zgneous Subſtance, the Vis Motiuva, Iiums- 
natiya, ' Calefattzuva, Is more than an acej- 
dent, even 1ts eſſential form: But were 
otherwiſe, it would but follow, Thar it 
the very accidental As or qualities of 
a Saul be fo noble, its eſſential muſt be 
—_—_— 7. —  - 

VII. Butit is certain, That neither Sends, 
nor any thing, haveelther Being, Power, or | 
Attion, but in conſtant veceptive dependence - 
on the continued emanation of the prixje = 
| Caufe; and fo no Inviduation is a foral fe. 
paration from him, or an Independence, ora 
ſelf-fufficiency. Thus far naturallight tells | 
you What Souls are. Fa. 3 


'$. 7. You add your ſelf, That thoſe ar- : | 
tainments which you were made capable of, "| 
you Were defagned FO. Very right. God ma- | 
keth not ſuch noble Faculties or Capacities | 
Invain; much leſs to engage all men to a 
life of duty, which ſhall prove deceit and | 
miſery. But you have Faculties capable af 
thinking of God, as your Beginning, Guide, | 
and End, as your Maker, Ruler, and Be» - 
Cl nefactor; - 
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"hefaftor ; and of RE your duty to 
him), in = of Reward, and of thinking 
. What will become of you after Death, and 
of hoping for futureBlefſedneſs, and fear- 
ing future Miſery : all which no Bruit was 
ever capable of. Therefore God deſigned 
you to ſuch ends which you are thus capa- 


ble of. 


9. 8. You fay (p. 3.) Mary have defen: 
ded the Souls 10 HE but none have pro- 


wed a Subjeft capable of a life of Retribution. 
It's a Contradiftion to be immortal, or rc- 
warded, and not to be a Subje# capable. 
For nothing hath »o Seco Nothing 


hath that Which it is or capable of ha- 
mg. | 


$. 9: You fay, Nami toll as what it is, 
How many Score Volumes have told it us ? 
| I have now briefly toid you whar tis. You 
3 ſay, [To (7 ſay it is that by which I reaſon; fs 

g20t eifaBory. T lock for a Definition]; 
Buit on Condition you look not to ſee or fees 
it, as you do Trees or Stones, you may be 
fatisfied. | have given you a Definition. | 
The Genus is Subſtantia puriſſima ; the Diffc= 
tentia 1s Virtus Vitalis, Afiva, IntelleFiva, 
Folitiva (trinum a Imago Creatoris ), What's 


| here wanting to a Definition ? - 
Lhave 


as þ 
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[ have told you,. That there | is ani aw; ce 
dent more certain Perception, than by Difini- 
ticn; by which [know thatlI ſee, bear,'t af © 


am,and by which the Soul, inatt, is conſeioud % 
of it Jet 


.10. You ask, 1. Is it a real Being? 
Anſww. 1 rold you, Nothing can do no- 
thing. 


z. Is it really Jifwont from the Budy't 
fn(w, A Subfincs which hath in.it felf an 


Eſſential Principle of Life, IntelleFwbw, and 
Vilition, and that which hath nor, are re- 


ally different. Try: whethet you can make - 
a Body feel, or underſtand without a Soul. , 
2. Thoſe thar are ſeperable, are really dif- * 
ferent. 

2 L0u ack, Is it able to be without © it ? 
Anſw. What ſhonld hinder it ? The Body ' 
made notthe Soul : A viler Subſtance giveth. - 
not-being to a nobler. 2. Nothing at all . 
eanbe without continued Divine ſirftentati= 
on. But we fee, Fuxta naturam, *God an- 
nihilateth no Subſtance : Changes are but 
by compotition, and ſeparation, and aCti- 
on, but not by annihilation. AnAtome of _ 
Earth or Water , is not annihilated; and © 
why ſhould we ſuſpect, that a Spitirnal 
Subſtance is » Yea, the contrary 1s fully 
- tho God is able to annihilate aff * 


4 I, - You F 
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$. 27. You ſay, If it be meerly material. 
: - and diff Her from the Body but gradually, Dearh 


may bebut its concentration of this ative Prin- 
ok; in its own Body, 


|. Anſw. If you underſtand - your own 
| 


_ it's well. 1. Do ybu know what 
weaterialignifieth ? See Crakenthorp” s Meta- 
" phyſicks, and he will tell you in part, it's 
| , an ambiguous word. Sometime it ſignifi- 
| eth the ſame as /ubſftantin; and fo Souls 
| . are material. Sometime it fignifiech only 
that ſort of Subſtance which is called cor- 
' poreal. Dr. More tells you , That Pe- 
netrability, and Indivilibility , Miiference 
| . them. 
| Bur what if fire ſhould differ from sir | 
| waterially, but in degree of ſubrilty and pt- 
- Tity, or ſenſirive Souls from rgnecus , 'and 
| mental from ſenſitive , but in_higher de- 
_ grees of purity of matter; Is 4t not the 
form that maketh the ſpecifick difference-? 
Air hath not the igneous Virtue of Motion, 
tumination , and Caletaction; nor 7g- 
| *s, the ſenſitive Virtues z NOT meer: ſenſi- 
ves the rationel Virtues aforeſaid. For- 
IF dat eſſe &  nomen. Ihis maketh not 
» meer gradual difference, but' a ſpeci- 
[ 
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is ſomewhar ahſwera le; ? 
pounded Beings. . es ſubſtant 
bfantie diſpoſitio, & forme. 
but intelleftually diftin&, and ndt dia 
and are byt inadequate gonceptions of 
rthins. Ih  fubftantia 1s conceprus, 1 / 
mexrabia. 45 conſeſt& 


* Some make penetrd ; 
—_ and indiviſibility,, ſubFRantie concept 


hegdfrius witalis atv 4 


1a, W one, is the concepe. - 
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F ON Brie What mean you by [ "the ative - 
munceples.concentration in its cu body]2- It 
an range: Fxpreflion: x. If you mean, 
&£ on FS amihilated, then it remaineth Wor: 
gs. f you mean, that it remaineth an ative, 
; by. ds? s ip/e,!' You .mean, a ſubfrance, or- acer . 2 
BE. 4 Af 8 ſubfance, it ſeems you dcknows, } 
SR08-it 2 af /ubfpiting being, only not fees pas - 
=. are f From 1ts carcaſs. And if they: 
=. hy are they not feparable ? If ſepar 
wh y not rg nar; ? When the duſt of the” 
Carcaſs on cattered, is the Soul Concentre 
in eveny AtoMe,. or brown one? And is it 
Olfere concentred Soul? If you meal, 
t$ bur an accrdenr, that's dif} prayat "I - 
at ; ecdent] is ie? If conghntr' if” Pp: 
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is vital and intellectual. And.if , every 
clod arid ftone is fo ; which I wifi not fo 
much ths youz/'as to ON that-you 
EP 
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$75. Bur you would know whats meant 
by a PT whether all that is not evident to 
fenſe? An/. It is a pure ſubſtante ( faith Dr. 
Arre, penetrable and indiviſi ble) eſſentially 
#ira!, perceptive and  apperitivoe. 


6. 13. You add [How ſhall. Fl 
* Liferenc between the higheſt LY wWate- 
| rials, and lowest of immaterials? To me an 
* immaterial, and ſpiritual bemp, ſeems a kind 
of Hecus, a ſub$tantial nothing. ES 
*4n/. If you take matter for che ſage wit 
fub#ance, It 18 2aterwl. But not if you ts i / 
matter, as it's uſually taken, for corporeal; 
Of groſs, and impenetrable, and. Yiwifhel 
+ ſubttance, uncapaole of eſſential, vita 5 Jef 
2noving perception and appetite. If this feer Ns 
nothing to you, God keems nothing to you, 
and true Nature, Which is Principium motus, 
ſeems nothing to yon : And all that pertorm- 
eth all the action-Which you ſeein the world; 
ſeems 7cthing to you. It's pity that you 
have convert ſo little with Godand m WY 
.* as to' ehitk oe to be <a 
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| "Pa oF” : | 
| $. 14. What you ſay! ont of Gen. x. is 
little elſe but miſtake, when you fy [all 
2as made out of the deep waters by the ſis 
rit of Ged], The Text nameth 2hat was 
made of ther. It faith nothing of* the 
Creation of Angels, or Spirits, out of them 
(no, nor of the Light, or Earth, or Firma- 
ment ). 
And whereas youſay, [ God made man of 
che duſt of the ground ;, but the body only is not 
man, ergo. An. You! uſe your ſelf too . 
| pm, to leave out half the words, Gev. 
Py the Lord God formed man of the 
df | of the grand, and breathed into his nts 
ſtrils the breath of life, and man became a lis 
wing ſoul ; when the Text tells us the 7200 
works by which God-made man, will you 
leave out ove, and then argue excluſively 
againſt it? Whar if I ſaid, [The Chandler 
 madeaCandle of Tallow, and then by a- 
nother kindled it]? or wy -man made art 
houſe of Bricks, and cemented them” with 
Mortar, &c.]? wilt you thence prove, - 
That he made a Candle burning. with- 
out fire, or the Houſe withour Mors | 
tar? W ords arc uſele S+t0 ſuch LO: 


6. 15. Page 4. you _ ; "ou "ne alt ,* | 
tarter is ererma. | 2 I” 
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But you know | no ſuch thirle. IF it be 
Eter:al, it hath ce Divine perfeFtion : and 
if ſo, itmuſt havethe reſt, andſo ſhould be 
* Gog.. But what's your proof ?- | 

You, -14 ail 'w 


\s 


Kelewve the Souls concentration 
inits body * As!. Words inſignificant." It's 
8 Jdem or Aliud. If Tdem, then duſtis Efſen- 
|, tially Vital and Intellectual. Deny not 
LE ti rfinal forms, if every clod or ſtone-have 

Her, it .:/7z4, how prove you it fo be 
there, rather than elſewhere? "And if you 
*conſidered well, yon wonld not beheve 
efſciitial , jabStantial life and nd, to le. 


dead and wat fue {o long as the duſt 
is 10. 


6: 16. You come to the hardeſt Oby ati 
| The 5 DOVE 's defeftiwe acting £72 infants, /vrog 
the (ich, &. and ſav, | It weuld rather ot 
acts, if it Were af repreſented, 

 E&nſ! 1, It cannot be dented, but the 
Operations of” the Soul here, are much of 
them upon the organized bod y ; and tho 
Al Cr ganical, as if they acted by aN Organ, 
yet 6; -vanicat, as ACUNg on an Organ ; which 
is the material Spirit: p rimartly. And {0 

«there go various Cane: to ſome Ts ; 
called Acts, 
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2. And the Soul doth nothing ir 

dently, but 2s dependent on God,' 1 

ing and Operation: and therefore doth- 

what God knoweth, and wſeth it too, as his 
we pn in the form g.of the body ; 


_—_ agency of the wow” as he doth the | 
Soul of Bruits. But as the wiſe and free 
ne Governor of the world, he hath to moral 
Z#ats, given mans Soul free-will, and. ther 
fore cond utting Reaſon ; which at nee 
not to mecefiitated atfs, as digeſtion, mott- 
on of the blood, formation of the bodys 
 CO'G 

And as it is not made to do all its as 
freely and rationally, ſo neither at all t:mes 
az in Apoplexies, - Inf? ancys Sleep, G&c. It A 
is eſſential to the Son!, to have the 4#ive_ i 
peer Or virtue Of Hr: -pMecton and Free-willy, | 
but not always touſeit, As itise/ſcnrtial to iſ 
the ſubſtance of fire, tholatent in a flint, to 
have the power Of moticn, lighe and heat. 

And its conſiderable , thatasa traveller 
41 Is JPurevy thinking and talking only of 

ings , retaineth {itll a ſecrer af? of ju- 
i8:d.r0 hisend , (&{ he would not SOC 
-When ne rerceiverfnd obſerveth it nokat” 
all He that playeth on the Lute or Harpfi- 


£a accu th when his inſtrument 1 iS,0 Cy 
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rune ; becauſe heafeth by free-will. 
But the Soul of an Idiot or mad-mian a- 
eth only y per modum natures nor. b' y free- 
4s, but neceſſitated by God by the ddr 
ofnature. Only moral adts are free ; and 
that ſome other are but beutiſh , and 
ſome bur vegitarive, is no*more Aa wonder, 
than that it ſhould underſtand in the head, 
and be ſenſible only in the moſt of the body, 


- and vegitative only 1 in the hairs and nails.” 
|. It operateth in all the body by- the Spirits,” 


| calid. ; bat abour the eyes, and = ſen- 
Feta by Spirits alfo as lacid , for that 
uſe. 


- i. 14. But never forget this, That 0- 
. " #hing at any time doth what it cannot do: but 

many can do that which they do not. Tho 
the Sonl in the Womb, or $ cep, remember. 
* Not, or reaſon not ; if « ever it do rit, that 


proveth | it had the power of doing it. And 


that power is not a novel accident, tho the act 
"may be {o. | 


6. 18. To your Explicatons p. 4. 1 fy, 
2. None doubts , but, all ther Wot 1d 1 is the 
work of ore prime operg? ng Cauf ; - Who 
[ hope you ſee inthem, is of perfe@ po Fe: 
wiſdom aud goodneſs, the chief f ef F: 


band fre? cauſe of all, * ©, @ 
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m1 doubt notwbut the created wniver/ Ei 

hs all oye chjng-or frame; and gp One atome: 

or part totally ſeparated fron, and 1 Wes. | 

pendent on the ref. +. 

© 2. But yetthe pats are multitudes, an ang. 

zenequs , and have their individuia> 

and.arcat once many and exe in ſeve- 

d Sed, And the unity of the Uni- 

»p-of inferior-uniyerſal Cauſes (as 

BS i! "Or an anima telluris, &Cc.) are 

| _—_ conſiſtent with the ſpecitick any 
> individual differences of the parts,” 


E. g. Many individual Apples” grow aff 
the ſame Txee;. yea, Crabs and Apples by. 
divers grafts, nouriſhed on the fue ſtock : 
One may rot, or be ſower, and notangs 
ther. Millions of I rees, asallo of Herbs 
and Flowers, good and poyſonons, all grow 
inthe ſame earth. Hereis Unity, and great 
Diverſity: And tho ſelEmoving Animals + | 
be not fixed on the earth, no doubr they. - 
haye a contiguity., or continuity, as parts 
with the Univerſe. But for all that, a "Toad. * 
is nota Man, nor a man in torment, unde - 
ferenced from another at caſe, nor 2a bad. A. 
man all ang : wich a B00: s 4 


cs < of a8 _ 


EITY 


eligion. Matter is ng 
a1 ſoften tal. thing in it ſelf, as 
So'nccd po cauſe or maker, any more than 
bn ihe, hp - And to thinks that the inf2:te 
ou would make no nbbler Creature than 
_ ead matter , no liker himſelf; $@#gloritie 
+ aim, is antecedently abſurd, bf 
bt quently. notoriouſly falſe. For kaMt 1 ng. 
4 \be ated withour bimy/it's eyident thathhe::- 
> hath made a&ive Natures with a Srindple of 
"fe moving in themſelves. The. Sun differs 
|, "from a cled, by more than being matter va- 
grouſly mowed by God, even by a ſelf-moving 
- power alſo. Elſe there were no {;ving crea- 
Faure, but bodies in themſelves dead, ani- 
gated by Gcd. Bur it would be too " tedi- 


ous to fay all againſt this. that's to he 
Laid. 
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| $.20. When you tell ns of " One. life in 
.all, differenc'd only by diverſity of Organs |, 
F you mean Gcd, ora common created Soul. If 
= God, I te!l you where I have corfuted it. 
| HESpity-to torment or puniſh God in a mur- 
| * ,gerer, Or Call him wicked in a wicked man.: 
"»O that one man ſhould be hang'd, and anc- 
"PQ prats'd, becauſe the Ears of their 
bodies arg diverſe. But the beftAnatomul 
fay, That nothing is to be ſeen in the brain 
, 5h other Animals, why they might not be 


% 


ID 
>. 


wm ratio al & "Merk.? I y by fd 
crea 4 mutis £ hat M4 1 p] 
think it is a unive) 


world, or 
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Vantex, Sun, Star, &c. have a dif 
iVIauartc paporee Soul, Pat. 103 7 
Ynal Sk conf? ith morexcomM 
or "univerſal Spirits# as well As the be 
Worms in your belly with” ours. ® TYM -| 
which hath no S-yv/ or Spirit of 1ts cw», W_ - 
not fit for ſach reception afjd*eommuni 
with ſuperior Spirits, as thaWwhich harll 
Communion requireth ſome Fiitfen Te. WE - 
ſee God nſech not all things alike, bec auf 
he makes tnem not like. 


Fren gat We. 7 to' part 6f the workes 5" = 


6. 2x. But if the difference zÞ 
Beaſts, "Trees, Stones, and Me, be” M1 ES 
the/6ro-mcal contexture of the Voay ;, cis oe "as 
1. Either allthelſe have but ee Soil I 
are br ce, fave corporeally. +2.” Of mn 
yery Stone, Tree and Beaſt 'harh a 
7e&iral Soul :- for it is evident that mat 
by its Operations. 

E. Had' you 1 made but Virtue an 
| be only the effects of the bodies contextdfs. 
ture you would only blame Ga 7.3 


- 
; 
Px I 4 
, all t- - 


[6s ;. 
Ou L nat your ſelf " - oþ any of. 
Faur. 49S Tar-yon did nat make your | 
 awnbody, if You were nothing. 
a8 1s the common light and ſenſe of Nathre 
nc Evidence : ? Doth nof. all the world dif-_ 
ference Virtue and Vice, moral good and evil ? 
| I&@ only the difterence of an Inſtrument in 
Tune, and out of Tune? Either then al] 
: eelled "for is. .good ; or God, or the wnver(al 
| Sol, only 15'to be blamed. Then to call 
. youa Knave, ora Lyar, or - Perjured, Ec. 
 {nomorediſgrace, than to ſay,thar you are 
Geek, or blind., Thenafl Lawsare made on- 
.tvto bind.Goz . or-the Amima mundi; and 
All puniſhment is-threatned to God, or this. 
£011111092 Soul. And it is God, or the common 
Sag] only in a body, which forroweth, fear- 
eth, feeleth pain or pleaſure. 
|. & IL. And if yonequalthe Souls of Beaſts, 
Trees Stones and Men, you mult. make 
ghem all to have an rele ual Soul, If man 
I h 4 not» he could never underſtand. And 
I Fehr have ſo alſo, Fruſtra fit potentia 5 aug 
' producitur in attum. it 1s certain 
at i 15 D0t the body (Earth, Air or Water) 
at Teeleth, auch "lf that underſtandeth 
| tle If therefore all men have .but 
- ay Seoul, Why is 1t not you that are in PR Or 
10y £ when any, or all others are ſo? Towr 


Fring and joys are as much theirs, You 
| hure 
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6. 22. You vainly liken Gogh Nati wes 
and Faculties to ſever Pieces of Clock-209plth 
For Naturesand Faculties are ſelf-adFing Pi b "| 
ciples ander the prime Agent: but a Clorkis | 
only pa/jive, moved: D\ another : .Wherhes bi 
the motus gravitation the po! 1Cg. DE DY "ant ﬀ 
intrinſlck Principles or-by ehottier 1 uf if we W - 
ative Nature, wall that's gentrovertible - || 
there, All that your {imilicugewall 
th's, That as the gravitation of. . 010 patty 
moves every wheel according to its A | 
attitude ; to God, the univerſal Spirit, me- i 
vethall that is moved, according” te thei. 
ſeveral aptitudes, paſlives as paſſiveſativg as. | '] 
asaCtive, vitals as ſelf movers, intelle&zals © j 
as intellectual-free-ſelt-movers. under Htilmns 
No Art can make a Clock feel, ſee Or 4 und as 7 
But if the waeld have -but ene {ou gt 
mean you by its concentrins in py th" || : 
eaſs ? Is the univerſal Sou! fhereafallenes: 
fleep, or umpr HGNC ura Gi we or ri | 
n it ? | 


_.W/ (don " BYe cauſe of all : 
|. Þnt "os be «obey Cauſes urider it : Pluris 
2a ex uno, And it maketh, things various, 
_ which it, moveth variouſly ; and maketh 
{ them vital, ſenſitive »or mental, which he 
| gill move to vital, ſenſitiveand mental acts. 


_—_ ſequirareſſ. 
. 6. 24. You are apt. to. believe, That thoſe 


eminent Faculties wherewith- men ſicm meer 
Senſitives, are only the improvement of Speech, 
and reiterated 18s, rall they become Ha- 
; py 
* . Anſ. x. had a Parrotthat ſpoke ſo very 
plainly, that no Man conld diſcern but he 
could have ſpoke as well as a Man, it he 
*t 1d bac had the Intellect of a Man : and 
— «quickly would learn new words, but ſhewed 
po underſtanding of them. 
Z 2. Many men borr deaf and dumb, are 
of a ſtrong underſtanding. ( enquire of a 
*:Brother of Sir Richard Dyett's, a Son of Mr. 
" Peter Whalley of Northampton, a Son in Law 
-of the Lord Wharton? S, STC. 
- 2. The Faculty and the Habit are Two. 
things. The Faculty is the Effintial. form 
yof the-Subſtance. The Habit, or Aff, is 


hl Apeident, The Faeuty E on 
o urc 


to wy cauſe "ts" gt Gn; an nota you . |} 
the Power, if yon ean'at without it ? Af ? 
what's a Contradidtion, if this be* not, *t ® . | | 
ſay, I do that which TI cannot do, of 1 "I | Þ.ti8! 
do that which I have'no power to do ? Yew if 
are not a man withouz che Faculty , bnt. 
you are without the Act ; or elſe you are - 
no man in your ſleep. The a# then is bnt- 
the Facr'!ties att; and- Habits are norm 
but the Faculties omptitude to at. Ar 
this indeed is caufed*Gmetime by -* 
/trong atis, and ſometime, and uſually, by 
Frequent atts ;, and ſometime ſuddenly, .by 3 
ipecial Divine Operation. No donbt, br 
Oratory, and alt Arts'and Sciences 4 *are- 
cauſed by-frequent as, and their Obje&ts*. || 
Birt thoſe as are cauſl =d by human FRM || 
ties, under God, the firſt Cauſe. You-gearn "i 
never cauſe a Carcaſs, or a Parrot, 'or al ||| 
Brait, to :hink wf Gedg, and; the Rory #0. |\F 
come , nor to do any proper hutnane 
act. li « 
Credible Hiſtory aſſureth us, "Thar Je- WE 
vils, or ſeparate Souls, have acted Carcaſs ii 
Jes, "and diſcourſed in them, and ſeemed to || 
comic Fornication in them, and left theft ||\8 
dead behind them ; and they were knowl FI 


E the ſame chat were lately” xegurel5-. ||| 
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'- by  dead.and wete htatd Here the 7F 
 was'capable, when a Spirit did bur 


| .* You too much ln} Intelle&ion and. 
| Ritorination. The prime acts of intelle- 
; ive Perception, are before Ratiocination. 
And there are a multitude of 'Complex Ve. 
ities, Which all ſound men know withour 
* .Syllogiſms. Thediſpoſition to kiow them, 
| 18 ſoftrong,- that {ome call it Actual Know- 


tedg. 


$. 25. Add pag e 64lt's well known, That 
the Natives in New Eno/and, the moſt bar- 
barous Abaſſines, Gallanes, 6c. mn Erbicpias 
Have as good natural Capacities as the Eu- 
| ropeans. So farare they from being but /;fe 
| Hpexand Monkeys ; if they be not Ideots, 
# ormad, they ſometime ſhame learned men 
' in{their words and deeds. I have known 
| Thoſe that have been fo courſly clad, and 
fo- clowniſhly. bred , even as to Speech, 
Looks and Carriages, that Gentlenien and 
Scholars, *at the firſt congreſs, have efteem- 
ed them much according to your deſcriptt- 
. on, when in-Diſcourſe They have proved 
| more ingenious thart they. And it improve- 
| ment canbring them to Arts, the Maculty 
| vas chere before. When will you ſhew ug 


hop ApE or a Monkey, chat was ever brotghty 
Lo 
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Solomon's words, iS groſs, that. I wil Hot. 
canfute it, left me. deft Iption of 3 It offegd 
| 7a. | * 


9. oo The caſe of 
ariſixered before, 'in the caſe of Infancy au 
4 popes &c. Ourmemory failech 110ur 
fleep.: and yet when we awake, we find 
chat there remains the ſame knowledg of 
Arts and Sciences. They did not end. at 
night,- and were not all new mage ta E.n 
morning. 
receptivity:.of the paſſive Organ ;ond afed : 
buc the Habit and Faculty continued. And 
when memory in old+ men faileth*ab( ; 
names, and words, and little matters, their 
judgments abour great things. are uſu 
ſtronger ( by better Han 2: 
mens. hg 


$6. 28. Yon ay, You 2. OE Fa arbies kT 
in Man excels BeaF#ts, blit may hos eferre Soo? 


the benefit of ſpeech and hands, —_ effe. = 


690g 3 2s Conceprions. 


$. 26, Your miſlke of 44: x itha * 


AAR. — 
, Tas 9s. -_ 


- F a Fe *@. 
s "* © s Wwe, ug pg %. , jo 
po =y, 


. _ cel b:1t ſpeak, thik 


Grit are thi 1 


_ ons and. is there 70 Cauſe of thoſe Conceptis, Y, ""Y 


mt: And. dit - mans Co difler from t 
d. And if the firſt” 
In tions did not differ, the Subſequent 
would not differ-neither , without a ditte- 
rerice in the cas ol Faculties, W hy do not 
Feaſts ſpeak as wellas Men ? Parrots ſhew, 
Hat it is not in allfor want of a ſpeaking 
Organ. If one be' born' dumb, andy 


deaf, he will know bur little the les, Sr'hi 


dumbneſs. If he'be born deaf ard dith: þ 
and not blind, he will iti!! be ratio 


Dr.#//lis can tell yon, who hath taught ſuch 


to talk and converſe intelligibly by their fin» 
Yers,. and- other ſigns," without words. I 

n els, if all the entward Senles were ſtopt 
_ From the Birth, I fee not how the Soul 
' eould know out ward ſenſible things, as being 

ng Objefs to it. And how it would work 
Gn it {ef alone, we know not ; bur under- 
will, Ave are tie ir doth : and 
do it. And it's one thing to 
| fo Jy men, Or 72 *70 aa”, and allQ- 


She: T thing tO prove Men to be 5: cbs, OT zr- 
"iris If you"could prove, che former, 


4&. -T hat Beaſts have Souls rhat can tank 
val f God, and *the Lite. ro come, if 
would rather prove 
> " zhem 


9 


them inynertal, than prove man unreaſonable; < 
or of a, mortal. Soul. . Your whole ſpeeety 
makes Hore to advance bruits, than to deny; 
the reaſon of man. | 


6.29. Y on ay, You now 10 better way 
fo attain 4 rig ht knowledg of our ſelves, than 
by bebolding our ſelves -in Adam, and enqui- 
ring what Nature had endyed him with, which 
will fall far ſhort of what we now admire int 

Oar | elves. 

Anſp... 1. Asa enſritin of Objects, and - 
Experiences, more tend to Wiſdom than 
one alone; ſo to know both 20hat Adam 
Was, and hat all men are, and do, doth 
evidence more to our information, than to 
know Ada7s firft Caſe alone. ond 
' 2. Adam's firſt Powers are to. be. kn Jun - 
by bs atts ;, and bi -as were nof. to Þe - 
done at once, ina minute, or a day : And 
we have not the Hiſtory of his Lite much 
after his Fall. But we may be ſure, that 
Adarz's Nature in Innocency, was no baſer 
than ours corrupted. - And therefore Adam 
had the Fowers of doing whatever other 
men ſince have done: *... cg 

2- Bur let us come to your Teſt : 1. A- 
dam was made a living Soul by the breath 
of God, ;atter the making of his hol of the * 
earths 
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2. Adam and Eve were blefſed with a 

Enerative multiplying' Faculty: byr they 

id not generate God; nor did every bruit 
that had alſo that Faculty. 'Therefore 
there is a Soul which is zo: God, in e- 
very Animal, (nor yet. an Univerfal 


Soul). 


-.. 3. Adam, nodoubt, could not know ex- 


ternal ſeniſible Objedts, rifl they were brought 


_ » within the reach of his ſenſe : nomore can - 


We. - 
'4. Adam knew the Creatures as ſoon as 


he faw them ; and gave them Names fſuit- 


able. This is more than we could fo ſoon 


+ do. 


5. Adam had a Law given him; and 


\ therefore knew that God was his Ruler. 
He knew that God was to be obeyed ; he 
- Knew what was his Law: elfe it had been 


no fin to break it. He knew that he onghr 


to love, and believe, and truſt God, and 
cleave to him : elſe irbad been no fin to for- 


fake him, and to believe the Tempter, and 
tolove the forbidden Fruit better than God. 
He knew that Death was the threatned Wa- 
ges of Sin. Ina word; He was madein the 


Image df God: And Pau] tells ns, it is that 1- 


277age into Which we are renewed by Chritt : 


"And hedefcriberh ir to con fiſt in wiſdom, Tigh- 
| ge0uſneſs,and true holineſs. TOO 


o 
116 
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| 6. And we have great reaſon to think; 
that it was Adam that taught Abel to offer 
Sacrifice in Faith , and deliveced-to his. Pe- 


ſterity the Traditions which he had from | 


God. Tho Adam did not do all this at 
once, he did not receive a new Soul or . 
Faculty for.every new act.” Can pes and 
| Monkey s do all this ? Doth God give them 
Laws to know and keep as moral free< 
agents ? 

But you ſay, Adam knew noe th he was 
naked. Anſ. What ! and yet knew God 
and his Land and how to name 'the Crea- 
tures, and how to dreſs and keep the Gars _ 
den? He knew not that 2akedne/s was ſhame- 
ful ; for he had newly made it ſhame- 
ful. 

Perhaps you think of Atdan?s forbidden 
deſire of knowledg, and lus miſerable attain- 
rent of it. But that did not make him a 
new Soul, that had noſach Faculty before: 
Adam was the Son of. God by Cxeation, Link. 3. 
and it was his duty and itereft.to live gu. 
Son, in abſolute iruf on lis Fathers careang . 
love: and inſteadof this, he was tempted ts 
ſel-dependance,and mult needs know more 
than his duty,& his fathers loveand reward: 
He muſt know good and evil for himſelf. like 
a Child that muſt know what Food,and Ray- 


Ws and Work is firteſt. for him, which ., 4 4 


Þa 


L Y 


he ſhould know only by truſting his Fa 
thers choice; or asa Patient that muſt needs 
know every Ingredient j in his Phyſick, and 
the Nature and Reaſon of it, before he will 
take it, when he ſhould implicitly cruſt bis 
Phyſician. Man ſhould have waited on God 
for all his Notices, and ſought to know no 
more than he revealed. Bur a diſtruſtful;, 
and a ſelfiſh knowledg, and buſy enquiring 
into unrevealed things, is become our ſm 
and miſery. | 


- $. 26. You "I Suppoſe all PH anſwered : 
what ill it avail, as ta a life of Retribution, 
if all return to one element, and be there im- 
merged as Brooks aud Rivers in the Sea, and 
ave loſe our individuation, 

- Anſ. 1 anſwer'd this in the Appendix to 

4d Reaſ. of the Chriſtian Religion. I add 
#. Do you believe, that each one hath now 
one indiv;aual Soul, or not ? If not, how can 
we loſe that which we never had ? If wc 
have but 2//ozeuniverſal mover, which mo- 
wethus as Engines, as the Wind and Water 
move Mills, how come ſome motions to be 
fo fvift (as a Swallow), and others ſo ſlow, 
Or none at all; in as mobile a body) ? Yea, 
how cometh motion to be ſo much in our 

_ Power, that we can /ir fi] when we will, 


_ and 7/e, and-go,- and run, and ſpeak whin ,þ ., 


0537 


we will, and ceafe, or change it when- we - 
will ? A ſtone that falls, 'or an arrow Hate 


ſhot, cannot do ſo: Sure it is ſomeinward 

formal Principle ; and not a material Me- 
chanical mobility of the matter, when can 
canſe this difference. 


Indeed if we have all but oz? Sul. it's vals : 
to love our Neighbours « as our ſcives, becat ſe | 


our Neighbours are our ſelves. But it's as 
eaſie to hate our [elves as our Enemies, and 
the good asthe bad, if all be one (for forme 
dat nomen & eſſe). - But it's ſtrange, that el- 
ther God, or the Soul of 'the World, {hal 


hate it ſelf, and put it ſelf to pain, and fight 


againſt it ſelf, as in Wars, &c. 

Burt if you think ſhill, Thar there is ne- 
thing but God and lead matter actuated by 
him, Twould beg your Anſwer to theſefew 
Queſtions.” 1001 


7. Do you really belicke; that hero 


God * that 1s, an eternal mfinite ſelf bes x 

who hath all thats power, .knowledg, a 

LY of will, 

, Which any Creature hath formally, 

ic the efficient Governor of aſlelſe that is. .Jf 
not, all theiworld condemneth you : for i: 
# not an uncauſed Peing, and can haveno- 


thing but from its Caufe, who can g1VE no- 


rang greater *—_— It ff. "RNvT 
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. 2. Do you think -this God ca» make a 
Creature. that bath a ſubordinate Soul, or 
| Ipirit, ro be the Principle of its own Vital 
Action, IntelleCtion, and Valition, or not ? 
Cannot God make a Sprrit ? If nor, it is ei- 
ther becauſe it is a Contradition ( which 
None can pretend), or becauſe God is not 
Omnipotent ; that.1s, is ot God; and fo 
there 1s 70 God : ; andſo yon deny what yon 
granted. But, if God cau make a Spt- 
Fit, 
3- Why ſhould you think he 2y04/d not ? 
<ome of your mind ſay, That he doth all 
3he good that he can; or elſe he were not per- 
 fefty good. Certainly his goodneſs is equal 
t6 his greatneſs ,' and 18 commmunica- 
UNC. 
4. Hath he not imprinted his PerfeCtions 
in fome meaſure, in his Works? Do they 
-Not {hew his lory ? Judg of his Greatneſs 
by the Sun, Stars,. and Heavens ; and of 
his Wiſdom, by the wonderful Order, Con- 
texture, and Goverument of all things. F- 
ven the Fabrick of a Fly, ox. any. Animal, 
pee us. And do you think, that his 
ve and- goodneis hath no anſwerable et- 

fect ? 
-._ 5. Do you think, that paſſive matter doth 

as much manifeſt Gods PerteCtion, and ho- 
nour the Efgient , as vital and ee 
” a 


«2 a 


- 
LY 


al Spirits? If it bs a Jo de Wink for 
God to make a free, vital, mental Spirit, 
to a4 under him freeh, mentally, and ww- 
tally , than to make. weer atomes , why 
ſhoyli you think that God 2-1/1 or do 
it ? 
' 6. And do you not. diſhonour, or: bla: 
pheme the 'prime. Canſe, by ſuch  diſho- 
nouring of his Fork, as to ſay , he "never 
made any thing more noble than Atoryes, 
and Compoſitions of them. a 
7. Is there not in the Creature a.com 
nicative diſpoſition to cauſe their like A 


: e 4 


nimals generate their like : Fire kindleth | 
fire : Wiſe men would make others. vide: | 
God is efſential infinite Life, Wiſdom,.ahd 
Love: and can he, or wonld he make na- | 
thing liker to bimſelf than'dead Atomes * 
Yea, you feign hin. to make nothing. it | 
by Compoſition, while you ſay, 1: F E xa 
ter it ſelf is eternal, Fm 
$. But when the matter of Fat IS. evi 
dent, andwe ſee by the adtions, that there 
is a difference between things. moyed by 
God, ſome having a created Life ang 
and ſome 7 none, what needs then my furcher 


proot? TRIED be 


þ. 27. Bur if you hold, That we 


0p difint Spivkes, gy are 
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SubPances, why ſhou [d'you fear the 5 of 
" bur mgividuation,. any more than our anni- 
hilation, or Tpecifick alteration ?' If God 
made as many ſubſtantial individual Souls, 
as men, is there any thing in Nature or 
Scripture, which thteatneth the Joſs of Irt- 
dividuation'? I have ſhewed-you, and ſhall 
further ſhew you enotigh againſt. it. 


$. 22. You ſay, page 7. Every thing re- 
Furneth toits element , and loſeth its indivi- 
auatiou: Earth to Earth, Water to the +Sea, 
the Spirit to God that gave it. What happi- 
» meſs then can 2 hope for more than deliverance 
from the: preſent calamity ;, &r what miſery 
wy 4 capable of, moxge ' than & common to 
Anf. rx. Bodies loſe but. their Compoſiti- 
* oz, and Spiritual forms: Do you think, 
that any Atome loſeth its individiation ? If 
Jt be ſtill diviſible 5» partes infinitas,” it is in- 
finite. . And if every Atome be infinite , it 
Is.as much; or more than atl the world ; 
and fo-is no part of the world ;' and fo 
there would be as many Worlds, or Infi- 
nites, as Atomes. It is but an aggregatiue 
motion Which you mention. Birds of a Fea- 
ber will flock togethey, and yet are Indivi- 
dnnls fill. Do you think any duſt., or 
drop, any Atome of Earth or Water, fo. 
=...» PB} etl 
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ſeth any wie 6 of 1 it ſelf, byt its union - 
ene reſt ? Is. any SubPance loft? -Is the 1 5 
ple Nature changed ? Is it not Earth. 
Water ſtill? ' is not the Hecceity, as they 
call it, continned ? Dorh' not God know e- 
very duſt, and every drop from- the-reſt ? 
Gah he not ſeparate them' when he will? 
And if Nature in Alfthings tend to apgre- 
gation, or union, - its then the PerfefFion of .| 
every thing. And why ſhould we fear Pere 
ga CC . 
But Earth, and Water, and Air, 5 I > 2 
parti9f matter. Earth is eaſily ſeparable 
The parts of Water more hardly,” by 1 
.. means of ſome terrene Separaror : The 
parts of Air yet more hardly: and the 
Sun-beams, or ſubfance of fire, yet hardE 
than that (tho it's contration and eſfe& S 
are very different) : And Spirits either ys 
harder, or not_at all. Some make i It efſen-. 
tial to them to be 7d; [cerptible ; and all. 
muſt ſay, That there is nothing i in the Ne-#f 
tire of them, tending to diviſion, 'or ſefla- I. 
ration. And therefore tho God, who can | 
ennihilate them, can divide them into parts, þ 
if it be no ContradiQtion : yet it will 3 
be, becauſe he uſerh every thing according Jl 
to its nature, tilt'he cometh ro mira cles, | 
Therefore” their diſſ:lncion of parts is no |} 
more to be feared,- than their annjblarion. 1 | 
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1+ Bat-1f. you be hs to _ artible 
anible, then you muſt ſuppoſe every 
ply, Y :have ſtill its own exiſtence in the 
| 2 And do you think, that this dath 
= more a. Vance Souls chan abaſe them ? 
Yea, you ſeem to Deifie them, while you 
make them all to return into God, as draps 
into the Sea. And if, yqu feign God to be 
 partible, is it not more honour and joy to 
 bea part of God , wao 15 joy zt ſelf, than 
"to be 2 created Seu!? If a thonfand 'Can- 
Ales were put out, and their light turned 
F: to one Luminary, as greatas they all, e- 
tery part would have its ſhare in the en- 
A oghrning of tune Place about it. Is it any 
'Hlo Is to a ſingle Soldier, tobecome part of a 
victorious Army. 
*: A But indeed this is too high a Glory for 
= Soul of man to deſire, or hope wr, tt 
is enough to have a bleiſed union with 
' Chriſt, and the holy Society , conſiſtent 
with our Individuation, Like will to like, * 
and yet be it ſelf. Rivers go to the, Sea, 
and [not to the Earth. Earth turns to 
Earth, and nor to the Sun, or Fire. And 
the holy and bleſſed , ge to the holy, and 
bleſſed : And 12008 , that their. non 
' will be nearer than we can now well co 
ceive, . or than this ſelfiſh ſtate of mY s 
- fireth ; Bur as ever y drop in the Sea, 
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ſame Water it was, ſo every Seul will "be. 
the ſame Soul. Om TIES 
2. &nd as to the zncapacity wif miſery 
which you talk of, why ſhould you think* 
It more hereafter than here? If you think ' 
all Souls now to be but oe, 'dath not an q- 
king Tooth, or a gouty Foot, or a calcu- 
lous Bladder, ſuffer,pain, tho it be not the 
body that 'feeleth z but the ſame ſen/itrue | 
Soul is pain'd-in one part, and pleas'd wn - 
another. And if all Souls be now but Gow 
in divers Bodies, or the *Hnima mund:, try Þ 
if yott can comfort a man under the tas | 
ment of the S:oze, or other Malady, orott Þ 
the Rack, or in terror of Conſcience, by | 
telling him, That his Soul is a part off Gadh I} 
Will this make a Captive bear his Capt. | 
. ty, or a Maletactor his Death? If, not hex 
why ſhould you think that 'therr muſggy Y}- 
hereafter will be ever the lefs.,,5or mor 
tolerable for your conceit, that they. are || 
. parts of God ? They will be no,more parts, 
of him then , than they were here. Bur | 
it's like, that they alſo will have. an «ni- |} 
ting inclination, even to ſuch as themſelves; | 
ot that God, will ſeparate them from. all |} 
true unity, and ſay, Go you curſed ito ever- || - 
laſting fire, prepared fer the Devil and bis Ap- s 
gels,” KC. | ng TAL os eg | 


by E 
* . bh 
p - [Y a : x ' = 
- 
bb þ 3 
—r—_ P ” 4 z L 
%"*, £*% _ : 
; Wes £ Py - # , 
« , " "0 : R b 
b and, * -. 
. * 
.” = | ; 4 
; 6 5&5 
B - nw. SE (7 
: > _ 
= £18 EN 
= | 8 
, F 7 __ 
_el -O --; "76-7 Mat 8 
_- LS. 5 Rel _ 5 5 


[60J 


7. No doubt ifs true, that you fay, 
Fa S. That matter zs fill the 
17 and liable to all the changes which you 
"pention. But it's an unchanged God , ha 
doth all this by Spirits, as ſecond Cauſes, 
who are not of ef ch a changeable, diſfolu- 
| ble, partible nature, as Bodies are: It is 
Spirits that do all that” s done in the world. 
'AndIconjefture, as well as you, That «- 
"_apiverſal Spirits are untverſal Cauſes. I ſap- 
"Poſe, That this Earth hath a wegirarive* 
Jorw , whichmaketh it as a' matrix to re- 
.ceive the Seeds, and the more ative influx 
"bf the Sun. ' Bur Earth 'and Sun are biit 
| Feneral Canſes. Only God, and the ſemm- 
nal Virtue, cauſe the ſpecies, as ſuch. We 
Sun cauſeth every Plant to grow ; byt 
*cauſeth not the difference between the | ſe 
Ind the Nettle. and the Oak. The wwon- 
defful unſearchable Virtue of the: Seed 
*cauſeth that. ' And if yon world know 
= that Virtne, you muſt know it 'by the 
"effects. You cannot tell by the Seed only 
of a Roſe, a Vine, an Oak, what 1s 7 
* jt. But when you ſee the Parks in ripe- 
- neſs, you may ſee that the Seeds-kad a fpt- 
" cifying Virtue, by the influx of the peneral -.- 
*Caufe, to bring forth thoſe Plants, Flow-" 
ers, &c. Neither can you know what : TY 


mm the Egg, but by the ripe Bird; - nor” 7 
_vikar 


_ _-? . ſh .- -» 
vhat the Soul of an"Infant is, bat by Man? | 
hood and its Acts. ' , 3 


6. 34. You here pag. 7. diyertfrom the F 
point of the Immortaliry or "Nature of the F| 
Sonl, to that of the Reſurre&ion of rhe Body: | 
of which I will now ſay but this; Chriſe i 
roſe, and hath promiſed us a Reſurre&i10n 5 || 
andnothing is difficult to God. / dyvagectr oft. } 
ſignifieth our 1:v;mg another life after this || 
The Body hath more parts than Earrh and+ I 
Water. The Spirits as we call them, which If 
are the zgneos parts, lodged in the purelt” i 
aereal in the blood, &c. are rhar body in and if 


ai I. 


by which the Soul doth operate on there, || 

ow much of theſe. material. Spirits the” ©} 
Soul may retain- with itafter Death, #8 | 
know not : and if it have-ſuch a bout if 
hath partly the ſame ; andGod can make jj 
what Addition he pleaſe, which ſhall nor || 
contradict identity : Paul ſaith of Corng 
God giveth it a body as pleaſeth him, \tt ſome 
reſpect the /ame, &c. in ſome not the [ame || 
that was ſown. We donot hold; That alt | 
the fleſh that ever a man had, ſhall be rai- || 
ſed as thar mans. If -one man that was || 
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0. 25. Cala act. how e/eit would. have 
; | +ooly fo you to 6, aligs as the Church believeth, 
aupnd n0t to have x Jour Jelf's in theſe dife 
: Futties P . | 
Aſc The Church is nothing but all ;ndi-. 
vidual Chriftians;and it is their Belief whuch 
thakes them capable « of being ofthe Church: 
As we mult be »ex in order of N ature, be- 
 fore-weare a Kingdom of men; 1o we are 
Believers before we are a Church of Belie- | 
vers. A Kingdom or Polzey maketh us not 
”en , butis made of men ; and Church-ſo- 
| ciety or Policy maketh Us not Believers, 
but is made up of Believers. Therefore 
Belief is firſt, and is not cauſed by thar 
Which followeth it ? And why. doth the 
Church believe? Is it becauſe they be- 
heve'? 
And whom do they believe ? Is it them- 
| ſelves? I doubt a have fallen into aC- 
quaintange with rhoſe whole Interef# hath 
ade it rheir Trade to puzzle and confaud 
' men about things as. hard to themlelyes.as: 
others, that they may bring them to rruft 
| the Church,and then tell chem:that it's they. 
| that are that Church, as a neceſſary means 
'to the quieting their minds. And they telt 
| them, Tou are never able by reaſon to-com- 
* prebend the my#teries of Faith ; the-more 30s 
ſearch, the more you arc : confounded. But if 
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| you believe as. the 813/14 Tay ; you Je * G | | 
ſpeed ms the Church” fpeedeth., - "But ies ones” | 
thing to believe the fame. thing which the | 
Church believeth { and another to bnliver .. 
it with the'ſame foith, and upbn the ſame”. 
Authority: Tf a manÞelieve all the: Articles 
of the Creed only becauſe 'men' tell =, 
that they are true, it is but «$119» Faith, 

as reſting only on mans Authotity ; but the 
true Members of the Church pallere all the'. 
ſame things, becauſe God revealeth'and at- 
zeFFeth them ; and this 1s a Divine Faith: 


Pn, $246.44 | ge "2 
IR Yes 15 es tt PE TI art as ger rs y—_—— 


4 Po AR. ro A « Whore bv" 4 », 6 
et ee A a EO OO a. a LEES 
ns da * poke ng os a wa " 
bh of 
i * . " I 


Atd ſo muſt you. 
If you love light —_ than darkneſs and 
deceit, diſtinguith, . Pelieving men for ' 


Authority. 2.Pelieving men for their Honeſty, 
3. Believing menfor the natural impeſſi _ 
T their decervin 
And rhe rorgation of rhis difference is. 
here : Mans Sou] hath two ſorts%>f as; 
| Neceſſary and Contingent, OF mutably free. 
To love our ſelves, wh be unwilling to 
miſerable, and willing to be happy ; © love 
God As good, if known, ©c. are acts ofthe || * 
| Sonl as neceſſary, as for fire ro burn combu- | AM [7 
_ contiguous matter; or for aPruit t& {|} 
: ſo,rhat all the Teſtimonies which Is 
produced by theſe necefary atts by Lntzwing 
eng hath a Phyſical certainty, the corntyar) 
being 4 06-a;M And we is iofa ble bis 
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frical Endwleds of matter of fat. Thus 
\ we know thereis ſucha City as Rowe, Pa- 
: on Ve &c. and that there was ſuch a . 
"vin; Tames, Ed, 6. Hen. 8. William the 


zonqueror, Sec. And that the Statutes now 
aſcribed to £4. 3. and other Kings and their 
| Farliaments - are genuine. -, For Judges 
*judge by them Lawyers plead them,Kings 
own them, all men hold their Eſtates and 
Lives by them. Contrary mens Intereſt. by 
Tivo aredaily pleaded by them againſt 
each other ; and if any.one would deny ,. 
forge or corrupt a Starute;. Intereſt would. 
engage the reſt againſt him to detect. his 
_ fraud. 

1. The; certain e fel of 4 audterel if 5 
| Cauſes hath natural neceſſary evider ence of 
+» Truth. 

- But. when all knowing men of contrary 
- Diſpoſe 7108s and Intereſts. acknow eds a thing 
| Irge » thi » the effet# of nataral nec] 


oF Ergo t + hath natural neeeſirpevidence of- 

Truth. gp 

2. It is impoſſible there ſhould be as Efrett 

without 1 ſufficient Cauſe. 

+ But that a thing ſhould be falſe wil all 
2022 wp - 701 of contrary Di; dſo Ttions and Ins : 

\ #erefts acknowledg to.be irut, would be. att 

- hs Ween + a C uerf ; for there is no Cauſe 
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not by Enemies alſo , or men of contrary .. | 
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1657 
in nature<4o effeCt it. It is impoſiblen 
»ature that all men in England ſhonld agree \ 
to ſay, There was a King Fames, K."Ed-: 
ward, Q. Mary, or that theſe Statures were 
made by them, if it were falſe; This ig 
infallible Hiſtorical Teitimony. © It were: not; 
fo ſtrong 1f it were only by one Pariy,and 


Minds and Intereſts. And thus we know: 
the, Hiſtory of the Goſpel ; and this Tra- 

dition 1s naturally infallible. 
11. Butall the Teſtimony which depend-" 
eth on humane Acts, zo neceſſary, but free,” 
have but an unceriain moral humane Credibi- ' 
lity. For 10 all men ore Lyars ; i.e. falkbley i 
and not fully to be truſted. - 
And |. Thoſe Teſtimonies which depend: - 
on mens Honeſty ,- are no farther credible, . , Il 
than we know rhe Hon:ſty.of the men: which , | 
in ſome 1s grear, in ſome 1s Me, in(moſt is . ||. 
mixt, and [ubricens, and doubtful, Alas} 
what abundance of falſe Hiſtory is in the "ff 
world ! Who can truſt the Honeſty of ſich . * 
men, as multitudes of Popes, Prelates, and  } 
Prieſts have been ? Willthey ſtick ar a Lye, |} 
that ſtick not at Blood, or any wickedneſs? | || 
Peſides, the ignorance which invalidates their 
Teſtimony. 
[I. And to pretend Authority to rule our. pt 
Faith, is the. moſt, ie ann way of alk, 
| .. Fo; pl. 
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© For before you can believe that Jeſus is the 
Chriſt, . and his Word true, how many im- 
poſſibilities have you to believe? 1.You muſt 
believe that Chriſt hath aChurch.z.And hath 
authorized them to determine what is to be 
believed, before you believe that he is Chriſt. 
2. You muſt know who they be whom you 
. muſt believe ; whether all,or ſome,or a 11afor 
| vote. Whether outof all the world ,oraparty. 
4. And how far their Authority extendeth ? 
Whether to judg whether there be a God, 
or no God ; a Chriſt, or no Chriſt ; a Hea- 
ven, or none; a Goſpel, or none : or what. 
 5.And how the rdeterminations ont of all-the 
world may come with certainty to us: and 
where to find them.6.Agd when Countreys 
and Councils contradict and condemn cach 
. other,which 1s to be believed. Many ſuch 2- 
poſſibilities inthe Roman way, mult be belie- 
ved, before a nlffiſh can believe that Jets! is the 
Chriſt. Ina word, you mult not puzzie your 
' head to know 1 bot a man 1, Or whether he 
have an immortal (ou!;but you muſt, 1.belicve 
the Church of Believers, before you arc a Be- 
hiever in Chriſt. 2.And you mutt bcheve, that 
Chriſt was God and Vian, and came to fave 
man, before you believe that there is fuch a 
Creature as man,or what h. j-,and whether he 
\. havea ſoul capab! eof ſilvation.Bur | have oft 
"FR ,clewhere opened theſe Ab{urdities and Con- 
COS * Wn a SESICTIOS..- 
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traditions ; where you may ſee cher cont _ 
tured, if you are willing. _ 1 
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6.36.Your queſtion; about the = Gal aan; E 
-—_. and Indigiduation, may be refalved. 
by 4 ſurer and eaſier way : As followeth :. _ 

I. By your own certain experience. . | 

1.: You perceive that you ſee, feel, under- 
Fund, ill and execute. 2. You may know,as 
is oft ſaid, that therefore yau havean aftive 
power tO do theſe. 2.You may thence know, 
chat.it is a /ubſance which hath that power. 
Nothing can do nothing. 4. You may per- 
ceive, that itis not the rerrene ſubſtance, but 
_ an /wzible ſubſtance, actuating the body. 

#.You may know, that there is no probabilt- 
ty, that ſo noble a ſubſtance ſhould be annihi- 
lared. 6. Or that a pure and ſimple ſubſtance 
ſhouidbe di//olved by the ſeparation of ' parts 
(orif that were,every part would be a ſpirit 
{t111).7.You have no cauſe to ſuſpet;,fhart this 
ſubſtance ſhould loſe thoſe powers QT facul- 
ties Which are its eſſential form, and be turned 
into ſome other /peczes, or thing. 8. And you 
have as little cauſe to ſuſpect;that an effential 
vital intellective power, will not be a&ive, 
when ative inclingticn 1s its Eſſence. 9. You 
have no cauſe to ſuſpect, that it will want Os- 
je&s to action in a World of ſuch variery of 
Objects. 10. And you have as little cauſe.to 
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4 
| "aſpect; thar it will be unaCtive, for want of 
Þ /,- <4 when God hath made its Fſſence a- 
k Give; and either can make new Organs;or 
that which can act on matter,can aCt without, 
' or on'other matter. He that can play on a 
Lute,cando ſomewhat as good, if that be bro- 
ken. 11. And experience might ſarisfhe you, 
that ſevera! men have /everal ſouls, by the 
ſeveral and contrary Operations. 1 2. And you 
have no reaſon to ſuſpect, that God will tutn 
any, from being manygmto one; or that unity 
ſhonld be any of their /oſ. All this, Reaſon 
tells you, beginning at your own experience, 
as | have(and elſewhere more fully)opened. 


$.37.TT. And you have at hand /«n/#ble 
proof of the indiyiduation of ſpirits,by Witcher, 
Contra&ts,and Apparitions: of which the world 
| has unqueſtionable proof,tho there be very 
- many Cheats.Read Mr.Gla4vi/s new Book, 
publiffied by Dr. Moore, Lawater de Spettris, 
Zanchy de Angilii, Manlii Colle. Bodin's De- 
monolog. Remigins of Witches, beſides all the 
Mallei Malificorum, and doubrif you can. It 
you do, Ican give you yet more, with full 
proof. 


6. 28. [IE. Burt all thatl have faid to yon, 
1s but the /eaſt part, in compariſon of the aſ- 
ſurance x wh you may hrs ve by the /u# 
1 re» 


revelat*on of by, clrit, who bath bed © 
ite and immortality t0 light 'm the Caſper n'4 
fhere the ſtate, the, doom, the rewards al and 1} 
puniſhment of ſouls is aſſerted. - ns | 

Ard without dark and long Ambage = + | 
or Roman ]ugegles, we prove the rrnth ol AY 
this Goſpel, briefly and infallibly thus : 2 

I. The Hzfory of Chriſt's Life, Mins | 
cles, Dodtrine, Death , Reſurreion , Af 
cenſion, the Apoſtles Miracles , $6: 
proved by ſuch forementioned evidence, as - 
hath phy/zcal certamty: Not ſuch as GY , | 
only on mens honeſty, or moral argumtnt, \ | 
much leſs on a-pretended «determining ad 
cthoriiy; but ſuch as deperideth on zece _ 
atts of man, even the conſent of dll fats 6 rf 
contrary minds and intereſts, as we know - 
che Statntes of the Land, or other cett; un - 
Hiſtory. Bur we are fo far from needing 
to ask, hich part of, Chriſtrans 1t is that: is. 
this Church. fat is to bg believed. that it. 
rendeth ro the afſertaining of us, that all | 
the Chriſtian” World , Papiſts, Proteftatitsy, 
Grogts , Moſcovites , Armenians, Tacooites, - 
Neforians, &Cc. herein agree, even while | 
they oppoſe each other. 'To know whes 
ther there was a Tulizs, or Au 1g uſt ts Coe 
ſara Vir, Ovid Cicero, and whicham of a Þ 
Works ; Ja; which are the Ad $ of Council, f ; : 
n9 man gocth to-an authorized. determining. | 
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” F622 for the matter of Fact, bnt-to b;/ori- 
” cat proof. And this we have moſt full. __ 
: $4] And if the Hiftory be true, the De- 
E. wel. mult needs be true, ſeeing it is fully 
Pro ved by the matters of Fact. Chriſt be- 
proved to be Chriſt, all his words muſt 

eeds be true. 


= 39. The Goſpe! of Chriſt, hath theſe 
four parts of its infallible evidence. 
| I. The antecedent and mbererent Prophectes 
| fulfilled. 
- IH. The znherent impr es of Divinity on 
tlie Goſpe! ir /e!f, unimitable by man. Ir 
hath Gods Image and Superſcripticn ; and 


; ya oe 6 » propria luce, 1s dicerni- 


1v. The = Me the Spirit by 
this Goſpel, on all Believers 4n all Ages « * 

_ the World, by which they have the Wigeſs 

"1 Wizulclies A full conſtant unumitable 


Wanimony. 
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9. 40. And now how highly ſoever you 
| ehink” of Bruits, think not too baſely of 
Feng for whom Chriſt became a Saviof : 
3 And 
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* And yet think not i highly of Men," wits i'* | 
and Stones, -as to think that they are Go VA 
And think not that your true di/zgence hath® > 
confounded you, but either your negligence," ©: 
or [educers, Or che unhappy ſtifling of ob-4 
vious truth, by the ill ordering of your, 
thoughts. And I beſeech you remember, * 
that Gods Revelation? are ſited to mans uſty. 
and onr ire kyow! ed to his Revilations. He. 
hath not told us all that mn would know But. 
what 11 1 {f know. Nothing 1 1s MOTE knoprn 
tous than chat of God which is neceſſary for .. 
us : Yetnothing fo incomprehenſible as God. | 
There is much of the Natur? of Spirits,and | - | 
the 2orld to come, near FW to ns, which T7 
will poſeall our \Vits: vet we have ſufficient / 
certainty of ſo much as tells us our duty and 
our hopes.God hath given us Souls ro wſe,and % 
to £91922 only {o far as 1s /efi].He that Made”. i. 
vour /2tch, taught not you how it's made, ' 
bur how to «/s ir. Inſtead therefore of you 
eoncluding- complaints of your condition, . 
thank God, who hath made man capable to*+ } 
{cek him, ferve him, love him, praife him, *] 
and rejoyce in hope of * promiſed Perfection. 
Live not as a willy! Ba 1ger. tO YOur Soul , 
and C o4.Ule faithfully he Faculties which he ._ 
hath given you : fjnnat willfully againſt the . 
er ach revealed;and leave t' ungs ſeches ro Gb 


till you Come 1ato the clearer Ver: and. you 
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goodneſs is bal to his 7 A 
ith dealt hardly with mankind. Inſtead 
"of ing fallth man, 'truſf Chriſt, who 
ath fully proved his truſtineſs ; and his Spirit 
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